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SESSION OF 1997 181ST OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 16 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES I HOUSE SCHEDULE 
The House convened at 11 a.m., e.s.t. I The SPEAKER. For the information of the members on the 

floor, both the Republican and Democrat caucuses are continuing. 

PRAYER 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

I APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meeting of the 

We are going to do no business until 1 o'clock. Shortly, I will 
recess the House until 1 o'clock. 

Shall we pray: HOUSE BILLS 
Heavenly Father, we begin this session of Your Pennsylvania INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

GARY L. BELL'S, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives and pastor of Newport Assembly of God, 
Newport, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

House of Representatives quoting the words and prayer of the 
sacred writer: "Your statutes are wonderful; therefore, I obey 
them. The unfolding of your words gives light; it gives 
understanding to the simple .... Turn to me and have mercy on me, 
as you always do to those who love your name. Direct my 
footsteps according to your word; let no sin rule over me. Redeem 
me from the oppression of men, that I may obey your precepts. 
Make your face shine upon your servant and teach me your 
decrees. May my cry come before you, 0 Lord; give me 
understanding according to your word." 

Dear God, give Your servants wisdom and understanding to 
conduct the business of government this day. May Your presence 
lead and guide the men and women assembled in this building. 
Help them to effectively serve the people of this Commonwealth. 

We ask these things in the name of our Lord and Savior. Amen. 

- 
Appropriations Committee. Members of the Appropriations 
Committee should retire to the Appropriations conference room on 
the second floor, 

No. 918 By Representatives SCHULER, ROBINSON, 
GORDNER, HORSEY, TIGUE, MAITLAND, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
STURLA, ITKIN, BATTISTO and ROSS 

An Act amendine Title 42 (Judiciarv and Judicial Procedure) of the - 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, authorizing courts to pro\'idc 
criminal information to schools a hen children are charged. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, March 18, 1997. 

No. 919 By Representatives SCHULER, ROBINSON, 
GORDNER, HERSHEY, L. I. COHEN, FLICK, McCALL, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, COWELL, C. WILLIAMS, FARGO, COY, 
ITKIN, TRUE, BOSCOLA, SHANER, MELIO, PLATTS, 
PISTELLA, BATTISTO, STEELMAN and BLAUM 

- . 
visitors.) ( Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, March 18, 1997. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledne of Alleniance was recited by members and 

1 No. 920 By Representatives CASORIO, DeWEESE, VEON, 

An Act amending the act of October 15, 1980 (P.L.950, No.164), 
known as the Commonwealth Attorneys Act, classifying the State System 
of Higher Education as an independent agency entitled to appoint and fix 
the compensation of legal counsel. 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED I BELFANTI, DeLUCA, WOJNAROSKI, BROWNE, MELIO, 
BEBKO-JONES, WALKO, GIGLIOTTI, SURRA, VAN HORNE, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the Journal 
of Monday, March 17, 1997, will be postponed until printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

ROONEY, YOUNGBLOOD, LAUGHLIN, HENNESSEY, 
HORSEY, C. WILLIAMS, GORDNER, TRELLO, L. I. COHEN, 
BOSCOLA, TANGRETTI, SAINATO, PISTELLA, PETRARCA, 
STEELMAN, JOSEPHS, MUNDY, McGEEHAN and SEYFERT 
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Depamnent of ~rans~ortation records; andproviding for exceptions and of a copyright; and permining copyingkd distribution of p~eviously 
for penalties. copyrighted publications of the survey. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further pro! iding for the confidentialiry of 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, March 18, Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
1997. AND ENERGY, March 18, 1997. 

An Act permining distribution of the Deparnnent of Conser\ation and 
Natural Resources' topographic and geologic survey without registrat~on 

SCHULER, CURRY, YOUNGBLOOD, OLASZ, SAYLOR, 
Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, March 18,1997 I COY, ORIE, E. Z. TAYLOR DeLUCA, LAUGHLIN, JOSEPHS. 

No. 921 By Representatives READSHAW, GIGLIOTTI, 
WALKO, BOSCOLA, KAISER, MAYERNIK, KENNEY, 
YOUNGBLOOD and HALUSKA 

An Act amending the act of March 7, 1901 (P.L.20, No. 19, referred 
to as the Second Class City Law, further providing for duties of mayor. 

No. 922 By Representatives HERSHEY, CLYMER, 
YOUNGBLOOD, SCHULER, NICKOL, SHANER, COY, 
MANDERINO, MUNDY, CURRY, SEYFERT, LEVDANSKY, 
HESS, CLARK, EGOLF, WAUGH, LEH, GODSHALL, 
STURLA, TRUE, RAMOS, MELIO, MILLER, HANNA, 
THOMAS, ROSS, SCHRODER, LLOYD, KREBS, CHADWICK, 
ZIMMERMAN, MAJOR, CAPPABIANCA, STERN, 
STEELMAN. GORDNER. SAYLOR FAIRCHILD, YEWCIC. 

No. 925 By Representatives HERMAN, HERSHEY, STERN, 
FAIRCHILD, DEMPSEY, NAILOR, ZUG, LEDEREQ 
BELARDI, ROONEY, WALKO, SEMMEL, FLICK, STABACK, 
LUCYK, BEBKO-JONES, VAN H O N E ,  LYNCH, 
L. I. COHEN, SURRA, SATHER, PESCI, ROBERTS, 
J, TAYLOR, TRELLO, MCGEEHAN, THOMAS, GEIST, 

READSHAW, HENNESSEY, MASLAND, SATHER, 
MAITLAND, WOJNAROSKI, HALUSKA, BAKER, FEESE, 
BATTISTO, MYERS, C. WILLIAMS and FLEAGLE 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1988 (P.L.556, No.lOl), known 
as the Municipal Waste Planning, Recycling and Waste Reduction Act, 
providing for returnable beverage containers; requiring a refund value for 
certain beverage containers; further providing for duties of the 
Department of Environmental Protection; and providing civil penalties. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, March 18, 
1997. 

No. 923 By Representatives STEIL, CLYMER, 
ARMSTRONG, TULLI, FARGO, CORNELL, NICKOL, 
HARHART, SEMMEL, CURRY, CLARK, SEYFERT, 
HERMAN, BARD, TIGUE, GEIST, RUBLEY, ROONEY, 

HESS, MELIO and SEYFERT 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130)_ known 
as The County Code, further providing for graves which shall be 
decorated with flags. 

Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, March 18,1997. 

No. 926 By Representatives CURRY, MASLAND, BAKER, 
ROONEY, STABACK, LYNCH, MANDERINO, TIGUE, 
C. WILLIAMS, WALKO, BEBKO-JONES, SANTONI, 
RUBLEY, GORDNER, ITKIN, KIRKLAND, JOSEPHS, 
HENNESSEY, HORSEY, THOMAS, L. 1. COHEN, BUNT, 
MELIO, YOUNGBLOOD, LAUGHLIN, RAMOS and 
STEELMAN 

An Act authorizing counties to establish commissions on the status of 
women. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
March 18,1997. 

No. 927 By Representatives CONTI, STEIL, DRUCE and 
REINARD 

BOSCOLA, E. Z. L. I. 'OHEN, 
ADOLPH, BUNT, D. W. SNYDER, GLADECK, MELIO and 
STEELMAN 

No. 928 By Representatives VEON, ROONEY, WALKO, 
Referred to On STATE March BELARDI, OLASZ, DeLUCA, TANGRE'ITI, ITKIN, STURLA, 

1997. KIRKLAND. COY. JOSEPHS. LUCYK. THOMAS, BUNT, 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1984 (P.L.1093, No.219), 
known as the'Noncoal Surface Mining Conservation and Reclamation 
Act, further providing for mining permits and renewals thereof. 

~n ~ c t  amending Titles 62 (Procurement), 1 (General Provisions) and 
42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, adding provisions relating to procurement; and making repeals. 

No. 924 By Representatives RUBLEY, FARGO, NICKOL, 
MAITLAND, GEIST, BIRMELIN, NAILOR, ARGALL, 
JOSEPHS, HERSHEY, WAUGH, HENNESSEY,'E. Z:TAYLOR, 
BUNT, McCALL, STERN, SEYFERT, OLASZ, STEELMAN, 
BARD, ROSS and HERMAN 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, March 18, 1997. 

MELIO, SCRIMENTI, BROWNE, YOUNGBLOOD, McCALL, 
C A N ,  BENNINGHOFF, TRELLO, RAMOS and STEELMAN 

An Act amending the act of July 14, 1961 (P.L.637, N0.329)~ known 
as the Wage Payment and Collection Law, adding a definition of 
"Federal earned income tax credit"; and providing for employee 
notification of the Federal earned income tax credit program. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, March 18, 1997. 
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MELIO, SCRIMENTI, BROWNE, YOUNGBLOOD, McCALL, 
CARN, BENNINGHOFF, TRELLO, RAMOS and STEELMAN 

No. 929 By Representatives VEON, ROONEY, WALKO, 
B E L A ~ I ,  OLASZ, D~LUCA, TANGETTI, ITKIN, STURLA, 
KIRKLAND, COY, JOSEPHS, LUCYK, THOMAS, BUNT, 

An Act relating to refunding of certain loan anticipation fees 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L. 1200, No.202). 
known as the Solicitation of Funds for Charitablq Purposes Act providing 
for rights of donor. 

Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT, March 18, 1997. 

No. 930 By Representatives VEON, THOMAS, JOSEPHS, 
DeLUCA, CAWLEY, ROBINSON, TRELLO, BUXTON, 
BEBKO-JONES, BELARDI, STURLA, MANDERINO, 
WOJNAROSKI,TANGRETTI, PRESTON,RAMOS, BOSCOLA, 
PISTELLA, ROONEY, CAPPABIANCA, PESCI, 
YOUNGBLOOD, STEELMAN, C. WILLIAMS and PETRARCA 

An Act amending the act of October 27, 1955 (P.L.744, No.222), 
known as the PennsylvaniaHuman Relations A% providing for unlawful 
discriminatow oractices relatine to harassment and sexual harassment. for ~ ~~ ~~~~~~~ , - ~~ ~~ 

~~ ~ 

certain forms of advertisement and for limitations. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, March 18, 
1997. 

No. 931 By Representatives VEON, JAROLIN, VAN H O W ,  
OLASZ, PETRARCA, JAMES, BELARDI and GEIST 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), known as 
the Liquor Code, further providing for sale of malt or brewed beverages 
by liquor licensees 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, March 18, 
1997. 

No. 934 By Representatives BAKER, MASLAND, 
L. I. COHEN, MAITLAND, FAIRCHILD, LYNCH, 
HUTCHINSON, ARMSTRONG, GORDNER, HERMAN, 
STURLA, NAILOR, LEH, DALLY, WAUGH, COY. SAYLOR. 

TIGUE, EGOLF, BROWNE, .YOUNGBLOOD, ' M ~ A L L :  
LAUGHLIN, FARGO, BENNINGHOFF, TRELLO, 
McNAUGHTON, BOSCOLA, SHANER and STEELMAN 

An Act amending the act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257, No.511), 
known as The Local Tax Enabling Act abolishing the occupation tax and 
the occupational privilege tax. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
March 18, 1997. 

1 No. 935 By Representatives BAKER, MAJOR, SCHULER, 
FLICK, YOUNGBLOOD, MARKOSEK, ITKIN, FAIRCHILD, 
HERSHEY, E. Z. TAYLOR, MELIO, ROEBUCK, GEIST, 
READSHAW, GORDNER, CLARK, MILLER, EGOLF, 
C. WILLIAMS, DeLUCA, BROWNE, L. I. COHEN, WAUGH, 
McCALL, McGILL, SEYFERT, RAYMOND, NAILOR, 
McNAUGHTON, J. TAYLOR, BOSCOLA, SAINATO, 
STEELMAN, WILT, CIVERA, GANNON and COLAFELLA 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2). known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing for an education assistance tax 
credit 

Referred to Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, March 18, 
1997. Referred to Committee on FINANCE, March 18,1997. 

ARMSTRONG, GOR~NER,  PHILLIPS, GEIST, NAILOR, Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, March 18, 1997. 
HENNESSEY. LEH. BUNT. HERSHEY E. Z TAYi OR ' I  

No. 932 By Representatives VEON, BELARDI, BELFANTI, 
GEORGE, READSHAW, MELIO, ROONEY, SATHER, 
SHANER, COY, B. SMITH, CASORIO, EGOLF, OLASZ, 
FARGO, STABACK, BATTISTO, McCALL, WOGAN, 
HALUSKA, TRELLO, STEELMAN, LUCYK, TICUE, 
BOSCOLA, BENNINGHOFF, DeLUCA, SAYLOR and 
SEYFERT 

An Act amending the act of August 6, 1941 (P.L.861, No.323), 
referred to as the Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole Law, 
further providing for applications for parole. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, March 18,1997. 

No. 933 BY Representatives BAKER LYNCH. 

, - ~ ~ ,  , -  . - -. 
ROHRER, SERAFINI, CLYMER, YOUNGBLOOD, No. 937 By Representatives BAKER, STERN, FAIRCHILD, 
LAUGHLIN, BENNINGHOFF, TRELLO and BOSCOLA 1 YEWCIC. LYNCH. CAWLEY. HUTCHINSON. PETRARCA. 

No. 936 By Representatives BAKER, STERN, FAIRCHILD, 
YOUNGBLOOD, HERSHEY, LYNCH, JAROLIN, STABACK, 
I T m ,  GEIST, STURLA, JOSEPHS, BA-R, HUTCHINSON, 
COWELL, PETRARCA, BATTISTO, BUNT, DeLUC.4, 
READSHAW, BARD, BROWNE, L. I. COHEN, WALKO, 
McCALL, HENNESSEY, LAUGHLIN, FARGO, RAYMOND, 
TRELLO, NAILOR, McNAUGHTON, RAMOS, J. TAYLOR, 
BOSCOLA, GIGLIOTTI, SAINATO, STEELMAN, 
C. WILLIAMS, SAYLOR, RUBLEY and MICHLOVIC 

An Act amending the act of January 25, 1966 (1965 P.L.1546, 
No.541). entitled "An act providing scholarships and providing funds to 
secure Federal funds for qualified students of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania who need financial assistance to attend postsecondary 
instihltions of higher learning, making an appropriation, and pmviding for 
the administration of this act," further providing for eligibility for 
scholarships. 

I SEYFERT and T ~ L L O  
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- - 

relating to eminent domain; and making editorial changes. I members of the Civilian Conservation Cobs. 

An Act amending the act of February 9, 1988 (P.L.31, No.12). known 
as the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal ACI, deleting provisions 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsyl\ania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for a special registration plate for 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, March 18, 1997. 

Referred to On An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
AND ENERGY, March 18, 1997. Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for jurisdiction and 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, March 18, 
1997. 

No. 938 By Representatives BAKER, FAIRCHILD, YEWCIC, 
LYNCH, CAWLEY, PETRARCA, WAUGH, FARGO, 
SEYFERT, TRELLO, RAMOS and STEELMAN 

An Act amending the act of February 9,1988 (P.L.3 I, No.12), known 
as the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal Act, further providing for 
site selection. 

No. 939 By Representatives BAKER, STABACK, WAUGH, 
RAMOS, HENNESSEY, LAUGHLIN, BELFANTI, GIGLIOTTI 
and STEELMAN 

No. 943 By Representatives BAKER, SCHULER, ARGALL, 
ITKIN, FAIRCHILD, PHILLIPS, BUNT, STERN, HERSHEY, 
MELIO, GEIST, GORDNER, KAISER, TIGUE, ROBERTS, 
HALUSKA, WOGAN, SATHER, C. WILLIAMS, DeLUCA, 
BROWNE, MCGILL, FARGO, RUBLEY, ~ L L O ,  J, TAYLOR, 
BOSCOLA, STEELMAN, CIVERA, SAYLOR and ROSS 

venue of district justices. 

Referred to Committee on NDICIARY, March 18,1997. 

I PETRARCA, MANDERINO and MICHLOVIC 
No. 940 By Representatives BAKER, CLARK, HERSHEY, 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for maximum speed limits. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, March 18, 
1997. 

No. 944 By Representatives MIHALICH, GEORGE, 
COLAIZZO, FAIRCHILD, HALUSKA, PESCI, WALKO, 
DALEY, KAISER, JOSEPHS, SURRA, LEDERER, MELIO, 
YOUNGBLOOD, M. COHEN, TIGUE, TANGETTI, 
LEVDANSKY, OLASZ, BATTISTO, STEELMAN, ITKIN, 

An Act amending the act of January 24, 1966 (1965 P.L.1535, disposal. 
No.537). known as the Pennsylvania Sewage Facilities Act, further 
~rovidine for ~enalties. Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 

DeLUCA, S ~ A B ~ C K ,  HENNESSEY, STERN, 
SATHER, ROHRER, FARGO, TRELLO, OLASZ, YEWCIC, 
GIGLIOTTI, SHANER, STEELMAN and SEYFERT 

An Act amending the act of July 7,1980 (P.L.380, No.97), known as 
the Solid Waste Management ACS providing for recycling of hydrochloric 
acid-based waste pickle liquor; and prohibiting certain persons from 
accepting hydrochloric acid-based waste pickle liquor for processing and 

An Act amending the act of March 21, 1995 ( I s  Sp.Scss., P.L.980, An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penns) lvania 
No.8). known as the Victim Advocate Law. funher orovidina for Dowers Consolidated Statutes. DrO\idin~ that breastfeedine, is not violarlve of la\\, 

- .  
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 

AND ENERGY, March 18, 1997. 

No. 941 By Representatives BAKER, LYNCH, L. I. COHEN, 
FLICK, SAYLOR, BELARDI, ROONEY, CLARK, FARGO, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, BUNT, ROBERTS, NICKOL, ITKIN, TRELLO, 
HERMAN, BROWNE, BARRAR, WOGAN, J. TAYLOR, 
STABACK, TIGUE, MELIO, SHANER, STEELMAN, GEIST 
and BARD 

and dkies of the victim advocate, for pre-p&ole notkcation viciim and 
for parole release decisions. 

AND ENERGY, March 18, 1997. 

No. 945 By Representatives BOSCOLA, BEBKO-JONES, 
GODSHALL, BUNT, MANDERINO, MUNDY, PLATTS, 
FAIRCHILD, ITKIN, COY, CURRY, JOSEPHS, RUBLEY, 
ADOLPH, DALEY, LEVDANSKY, JAMES, PETRARCA, 
HENNESSEY, RAMOS, MICHLOVIC, CORPORA, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, DENT, C. WILLIAMS, STEELMAN, GRUPPO, 
BELFANTI, HORSEY, ROSS and PRESTON 

Referred to Committee on RJDICIARY, March 18, 1997. 

No. 942 By Representatives BAKER, LYNCH, 
BEBKO-JONES, ITKIN, BELARDI, GEIST, MILLER, 
HALUSKA, HERMAN, HORSEY, SHANER, YEWCIC, MELIO, 
LEDERER, SAINATO, ALLEN, McCALL, STEELMAN, 
PISTELLA and BOSCOLA 

and for exceptions to.certain offenses for breastfeeding. 

Referred to Committee on NDICIARY, March 18, 1997. 

No. 946 By Representatives BOSCOLA, BEBKO-JONES, 
GODSHALL, BUNT, MANDERINO, MUNDY, PLATTS, 
FAIRCHILD, ITKIN, COY, CURRY, JOSEPHS, RUBLEY, 
ADOLPH, DALEY, LEVDANSKY, JAMES, PETRARCA, 
HENNESSEY, RAMOS, MICHLOVIC, CORPORA, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, DENT, C. WILLIAMS, STEELMAN, GRUPPO, 
BELFANTI, HORSEY, ROSS and PRESTON 
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No. 947 By Representatives MARSICO, WAUGH, BUNT, 
TULLI, CLARK, FLICK, HENNESSEY, VANCE, 
ARMSTRONG. MASLAND. McNAUGHTON. MILLER, 

An Act providing rights with respect to breastfeeding in public and 
private places where a woman is otherwise authorized to be. 

Referred On HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, March 18, 1997. 

A Resolution memorializinz the Clinton Administration. the Conness 

TRUE, STEELMAN, SAINATO, ROHRER, DeLUCA, 
S. H. SMITH, PETRARCA, BROWNE: DRUCE, CIVERA, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, CURRY, HARHART, EGOLF, SATHER, 
FEESE, McCALL, HESS, BOSCOLA, L. I. COHEN, STERN, 
HALUSKA and SCRIMENTI 

of the United States and the sovemor of New York to support &d to 
approve legislation that would give stat6s authority to place reasonable 

FARGO,'BARLEY, DEMPSEY, BI~ZMELIN, ZUG, BROWN; 
CLYMER, E. Z. TAYLOR, L. I. COHEN, CHADWICK, MAJOR, 
DRUCE, HERSHEY, EGOLF, STEIL, LYNCH, BARD, 

NAILOR SCHULER FAIRCHILD. GODSHALL, RUBLEY: 

PLATTS, MAITLAND, STEVENSON, LEH, CORNELL, WILT, 
SCHRODER, ROHRER, BENNINGHOFF, SEYFERT, 
HUTCHINSON, STERN, SAYLOR, ROSS and C. WILLIAMS 

I restrictions upon the impomtion of solid waste. 

An Act amending the act of August 15, 1961 (P.L.987, No.442), 
known as the Pennsylvania Prevailing Wage Act, excluding political 
subdivisions from the act; and authorizing optional prevailing wage 
ordinances. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, March 18, 
1997. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, March 18, 1997. 

No. 89 By Representatives STAIRS, COWELL, SCHULER, 
EGOLF, HERMAN, STEVENSON, ROBINSON, C. WILLIAMS, 
STEELMAN, L. I. COHEN, BROWN, BAKER, LYNCH, TIGUE, 
HERSHEY, GEIST, SAYLOR, CAPPABIANCA, BROWNE, 
RAMOS, MILLER, LAUGHLIN, RUBLEY, STERN, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, RAYMOND, GRUPPO, BUNT, 
YOUNGBLOOD, ITKIN, SHANER, WALKO, GIGLIOTTI, 
TRELLO, SAINATO, ROBERTS, MELIO, PISTELLA, 
READSHAW and CIVERA 

A Resolution requiring a study of the Commonwealth's Intermediate 
No. 948 By Representatives ROHRER, PHILLIPS, GEIST, units their role in equity. 

SCHULER, LEH, STERN, SAYLOR, HERSHEY, BUNT, 
BROWN, CLARK, CLYMER, WOGAN, FARGO, 
BENNINGHOFF and TRELLO 

An Act amending the act of December 12, 1994 (P.L.956, No.135), 
known as the Humane Society Police Officer Enforcement Act, providing 
for prohibitions and penalties. 

Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, March 18,1997. 

No. 949 By Representatives BARD, RUBLEY, MILLER, 
REBER, TRUE, McGILL, SEMMEL, VANCE, SEYFERT, 
LYNCH, HERSHEY, BARLEY, ZIMMERMAN and 
STRITTMATTER 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing for an inheritance tax exemption 
for agricultural and forest reserve property. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, March 18,1997. I 
HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 

INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 88 By Representatives REBER, GEORGE, BUNT, 
COLAIZZO, YOUNGBLOOD, JAROLIN, FARGO, MELIO, 
LLOYD, STABACK, ARGALL, SEMMEL, TIGUE, 
JADLOWIEC, THOMAS, WAUGH, YEWCIC, COY, 
McNAUGHTON, FAIRCHILD, ROBERTS, SHANER, 
HENNESSEY, LYNCH, NAILOR, READSHAW, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KREBS, PLATTS, GORDNER, RUBLEY, WALKO, 
B. SMITH, KENNEY, NICKOL, SCHRODER, BAKER, DALEY, 
BARD, BATTISTO, D. W. SNYDER, LEH, SAYLOR, 
TANGRETTI, MASLAND, McGILL, ITKIN, HUTCHINSON, 

Referred to Committee on RULES, March 18,1997. 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bill for concurrence: 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, March 18, 
1997. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bill numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the title 
has publicly read as follows: 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, authorizing an exclusion from 
taxation of a portion of the assessed value of homestead property. 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, signed 
the same. 
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ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

SENATE MESSAGE 

An Act amending the act of May 26, 1947 (P.L.3 18, No.140). known 
as The C.P.A. Law, further providing for education requirements and for 
reinstatement. 

HB 844, PN 1028 (Amended) By Rep. CIVERA 

In the Senate, 
March 17, 1997 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That when 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following extract from the Journal of the Senate, which was read 
as follows: 

the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Tuesday, April 1, 1997, 
unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and be 

PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE 

it further 
RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives adjoums this 

week it reconvene on Tuesday, April 1, 1997, unless sooner recalled by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. I 

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair acknowledges receipt of additions 
and deletions for sponsorships of bills, which the clerk will file. 

(Copy of list is on file with the Journal clerk.) 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 
Representatives for its concurrence. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED I BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 77 be removed 

from the table. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
Resolution was concurred in. 
Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

I The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
By Rep' BUNT Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker. I move that HE 77 be recommitted 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

An Act amending the act of June 30, 1981 (P.L. 128, No.43). known 
as the Agricultural Area Security Law, further providing for purchase of 
agricultural conservation easements. 

HB 711, PN 1064 (Amended) By Rep. GLADECK 

to the Committee on Appropriations. 

On the question, 

An Actamending the act of December 16. 1986 (P.L.1621, No.184), 
entitled "An act establishing and imposing powers and duties on the 
Office for the Deaf and Hearing Impaired in the Depment of Labor and 
Industry; and establishing and providing powers and duties for the 
Advisory Council for the Deaf and Hearing lmpaired in the Depanment 
of Labor and Industry," rede%ignating the Oftice for the Deaf and 
Hearing Impaired and the Advisory Council for the Deaf and 
Hearing Impaired; further providing for expiration; and making editorial 
changes. 

LABOR RELATIONS. 

Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind the members in their 
oftices that caucuses are proceeding in both the Republican caucus 
room and the Democratic caucus room. The House will be in 
recess until 1 o'clock. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader or Democratic 
floor leader have any further business? 

Hearing none, this House stands in recess until 1 p.m. 

HB 798, PN 1065 (Amended) By Rep. GLADECK I 

LABOR RELATIONS. I 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P.L.561. No. 112). known 
as the ~enns~lvania Conservation Corps Act further providing for 
definitions, for duties of the Secretary of Labor and Industry, for work 
experience projects, for program eligibility, for compensation and for 
supervisors; providing for volunteers; and further providing for annual 
reports, for appropriations, for funding and for expiration. 

AFTER RECESS 

~h~ time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
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LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster County, Mr. Barley, who rqquests leave for the 
gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. ARMSTRONG, for today's 
session. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, who requests 
leave for the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. RAMOS; the 
gentleman from Bucks, Mr. CORRIGAN; and the lady from 
Philadelphia, Ms. WASHINGTON. All request leave for today's 
session. 

The Chair hears no objection to the requested leaves, and the 
leaves are granted. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 87, PN 95 By Rep. GANNON 

An Act amending Titlc 12 (Judiciw and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsvlt ania Consolidated Stamtes, nrovidine for ~resiened waiver of . . 
extradition. 

JUDICIARY 

HB 114, PN 123 By Rep. GANNON 

A Joinr Resolution proposing an amendment lo the Constitution of 
the Cornmon\realth of Pennsylvaniq funher providing for rerirement of 
justices, judges and justices of the peace. 

JUDICIARY. 

HB 658, PN 726 By Rep. GANNON 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for limitation of 
certain Vehicle Code prosecutions. 

JUDICIARY 

HB 847, PN 949 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expenses of the 
Executive, Legislative and Judicial Departments of the Commonwealth, 
the public debt and for the public schools for the fiscal year July 1, 1997, 
to June 30, 1998, for cemin institutions and organizations, and for the 
payment of bills incurred and remaining unpHd at the close of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1997; to provide appropriations from the 
State Lottery Fund, the Energy Conservation and Assistance Fund, 
the Hazardous Material Response Fund, The State Stores Fund, the 
Milk Marketing Fund, the Home Investment Trust Fund, the 
Emergency Medical Services Operating Fund, the Ben Franklin/IRC 
Pannershio Fund. the Tuition Pavment Fund. the Bankine Deoartment 
Fund and ;he  irea arm 0n.nershi;~und to thc'~xecurive 6pa&cnLto 
provide apprapnations from thr Judicial Computer Synsm .4u:mcntation 
~ccoun t  fo the Judicial Deoamnent: to orovide ao~rooriations from the 
~ o t o r  ~icense Fund forthe'fisca~ ye& 1,199f'to june 30, 1998, for 
the proper operation of the several departments of the Commonwealth and 
the Pennsvlvania State Police authorized to soend Motor License Fund 

July 1, 1997, to June 30, 1998, and for the payment of bills remaining 
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending Juqe 30, 1997. 

] APPROPRIATIONS. 

I HB 848, PN 950 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making appropriations from a restricted revenue account 
within the General Fund and from Federal augmentation funds to the 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission. 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 

I HB 849, PN 951 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making appropriations from a restricted revenue account 
within the General Fund to the Office of Consumer Advocate in the Office 
of Attorney General. 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 

I HB 850, PN 952 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation from a restricted revenue account 
within the General Fund to the Office of Small Business Advocate in the 
Department of Community and Economic Development. 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 

I HB 851, PN 953 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation from the State Employees' 
Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the State Employees' 
Retirement Board for the fiscal year July 1, 1997, to June 30, 1998, and 
for the payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1997. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

I HB 852^ PN 954 
By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation ffom the Public School Employees* 
Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the Public School Employees' 
Retirement Board for the fiscal year July 1, 1997, to June 30, 1998, and 
for the payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1997. 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 853, PN 955 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making appropriations from the Professional Licensure 
Augmentation Account and from restricted revenue accounts within the 
General Fund to the Deoartment of State for use bv the Bureau of 
I~rofessional and ~ccu~aiional Affairs in support of-the profcssion~l 
licensure boards assigned rhereto. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 854, PN 956 By Rep. BARLEY 
moneys; io  provide for the appropriation 'of Federal funds to the 
Executive and Judicial Departments of the Commonwealth and for An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 1997-1998. 
the establishment of restricted receipt accounts for the fiscal year 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 



An Act making appropriations from the Workmen's Compensation 
Administration Fund to the Department of Labor and Industry and the 
Department of Community and Economic Development to provide for the 
expenses of administering the Workers' Compensation Act, The 
Pennsylvania Occupational Disease Act and the Office of Small Business 
Advocate for the fiscal year July 1, 1997, to June 30, 1998, and for the 
payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1997. 
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APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 855, PN 957 By Rep. BARLEY 

HB 856, PN 958 By Rep. BARLEY I 

HB 863, PN 965 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania for the general maintenance and operation of the University 
of Pennsylvania Museum. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I 
HB 857, PN 959 By Rep. BARLEY I 
An Act making appropriations to The Camegie for the 

Camegie Museum of Natural History and the Camegie Science Center. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I 
HB 858, PN 960 By Rep. BARLEY I 
An Act making an appropriation to the Franklin Institute 

Science Museum. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 859, PN 961 By Rep. BARLEY I 
An Act making an appropriation to the Academy of Natural Sciences. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 860, PN 962 By Rep. BARLEY I 
An Act making an appropriation to the Afro-American Historical and 

Cultural Museum for operating expenses. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I 
HB 861, PN 963 By Rep. BARLEY I 
An Act making an appropriation to the Everhart Museum in Scranton. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I 
HB 862, PN 964 By Rep. BARLEY I 
An Act making an appropriation to the Mercer Museum in 

Doylestown, Pennsylvania 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of Scientific 
Discovery in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 864, PN 966 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Arsenal Family and 
Children's Center. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

HB 865, PN 967 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 866, PN 968 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute-Research: 
Philadelphia. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 867, PN 969 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to St. Francis Hospital, Pittsburgh. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 868, PN 970 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Jefferson Medical 
College and Hospital of Philadelphia for a comprehensive program 
relating to Tay-Sachs disease. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 869, PN 971 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Bum Foundation, 
Philadelphia. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 870, PN 972 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Rehabilitation Institute of 
Pittsburgh. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 871, PN 973 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Cleft Palate. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 



1997 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 325 

HB 873, PN 975 By Rep. BARLEY HB 882, PN 984 I By Rep. BARLEY 

HB 872, PN 974 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making appropriations to St. Christopher's Hospital, 
Philadelphia 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the University of An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia College of 
Pennsylvania for cardiovascular studies. Osteopathic Medicine, Philadelphia 

HB 881, PN 983 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Williamson Free School of 
Mechanical Trades in Delaware County. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I APPROPRIATIONS, 

HB 874, PN 976 By Rep. BARLEY HB 883, PN 985 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Fox Chase Institute for An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the University of 
Cancer Research, Philadelphi for the operation and maintenance of the Pennsylvania. 
cancer research Droeram. . - 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
I APPROPRIATIONS. 

By Rep. BARLEY I HB 884, PN 986 By Rep. BARLEY 

I An Act making an appropriation to the University of the Arts, 
An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cleft Palate. Philadelphia 

APPROPRIATIONS. I APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 876, PN 978 By Rep. BARLEY 1 HB 885, PN 987 By Rep. BARLEY 

HB 877, PN 979 By Rep. BARLEY HB 886, PN 988 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Central Penn Oncology 
Group. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson Technical Institute I An Act making appropriations to the Allegheny University of the 
of Scranton. Health Sciences. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Drexel University, 
Philadelphia. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 818, PN 980 By Rep. BARLEY I HB 887, PN 989 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College of An Act making appropriations to the Thomas Jefferson University, 
Optomeuy, Philadelphia. Philadelphia. 

APPROPRIATIONS. I APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 879, PN 981 By Rep. BARLEY HB 888, PN 990 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act making appropriations to the Tmsrees of the Bercan Train~ng I A Supplement to the act of July 7. 1972 (P.L.743, No.176). known 
and Industrial School at Philadelphia as the Lincoln Uni t  ersin -Common!realth Act. makine a~~rooriations for 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

- .. . 
canying the same into iffect: providing for a basis for payments of such 
appropriations; and providing a method of accounting for the funds 
appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College of 
Podiatric Medicine, Philadelphia. I 

APPROPRIATIONS. I 



APPROPRIATIONS. 
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HB 891, PN 993 By Rep. BARLEY 

HB 889, PN 991 By Rep. BARLEY 

A Supplement to the a n  of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp.Sess., P.L.87, 
 NO.^), known as the University of Pinsburgh-Commonwealth Act, 
making appropriations for carrying the same into effect; providing for a 
basis for payments of such appropriations; and providing a method of 
accounting for the funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information 
disclosure. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 890, PN 992 By Rep. BARLEY 

A Supplement to the act of November 30, 1965 (P.L.843, No.355), 
known as the Temple University-CommonweaIth Act, making 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect; providing for a basis for 
payments of such appropriations; and providing a method of accounting 
for the funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

A Supplement to the act of April 1, 1863 (P.L.213, No.227), entitled 
"An act to accept the grant of Public Lands, by the United States, to the 
several states, for the endowment of Agricultural Colleges," making 

Bunt Habay Nailor 
Butkovitz Haluska Nick01 
Buxton Hanna O'Brien 
~altagirone Harhart Olasz 
Cappabianca Hasay Oliver 
Cam Hennessey Orie 
Carone Herman Petzel 
Casorio Henhey Pesci 
Cawley Hess Peuarca 
Chadwick Honey Petrone 
Civera Hutchinson Penit 
Clark ltkin Phillips 
Clymer Jadlowiec P~PPY 
Cohen, L. James Pistella 
Cohen, M. Jaroiin Plaus 
Colafella Josephs Preston 
Colaiuo Kaiser Raymond 
Conti Keller Readshaw 
Comeil Kenney Reber 
Corpora Kirkland Reinard 
Cowell Krebs Rieger 
Cov LaGrona Roberts 

appropriations for carrying the same into effect; and providing for a basis 
for payments of such appropriations, for a method of accounting for the 
funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 916, PN 1023 By Rep. GANNON 

An Act amendine Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania consolidated Sratutes, defining the offense of disarming a 
lair cnforccment officer: and providing penalties. 

JUDICIARY. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take today's master 
roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
BenninBoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boswla 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 

Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Farg0 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Giadeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 

Maitland 
Mgor 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGili 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Seraiini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith. B. - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  - 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strimnaner 

curry 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

Laughlin Robinson 
Lawless Roebuck 
Lederer Rohrer 
Leh Rooney 
Leswvitz Ross 
LevdansLy Rubiey 
Lloyd Sainato 
Lucyk Santoni 
Lynch Sather 

NOT V O T I N G 4  

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos 

LEAVES ADDED-2 

MARCH 18 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams. C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Washington 

DeWeese Lescovitz 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welcome to the hall of 
the House today, as the guests of Representative Leh, seated in the 
balcony, the Daniel Boone Optimist Club and students, who are 
here 0 b s e ~ i n g  Youth Appreciation Week. Tom Kirchner is the 
chairman; Sue Dengler, the president-elect. Would that group 
please rise to be recognized. 

Representative Allan Egolf has the following students from 
Carlisle High School as guest pages with us today: Tim Hilteman 
and Dustin Coover. Would these two students please rise. 

The Chair welcomes Dorothy Schmidt, a Ferguson Township 
supervisor, from the State College area, who is the guest of 
Representative Lynn Herman. Ms. Schmidr, would you please rise. 

And as the guests of Representative Leroy Zimmerman, 
Wanda Good and Monica Zimmerman, the daughter of 
Representative Z i m e m a n .  Would these guests please rise. They 
are to the left- They were to the left of the Speaker. 

As the guests of Representative Tulli, the very patient Reverend 
Canon Howard Kishpaugh and his wife, Carolyn. The Kishpaughs 
reside in Hershey, and they have been patiently with us for most 
of the day. Welcome, Reverend and Mrs. Kishpaugh. 
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RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the House be temporarily 

suspended, solely for the purpose of offering a resolution to adopt 
a temporary rule of the House pertaining to amendments and to the 
debate on HB 847, the general appropriations bill for fiscal year 
1997-98. 

The SPEAKER. The question before theHouse i s  I will wait 
until the clerk has that on the board. The question before the House 
is the motion to suspend the rules, in particular on HR 92. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the gentleman's motion for the Purpose of 

offering this particular amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-195 

Adolph Dmce Maitland Sather 
Allen Eachus Major Saylor 
Ar@l Egolf Manderino Schroder 
Baker Evans Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fairchild Marsico Scrimenti 
Barley Fargo Masland Semmel 
Bmar Feese Mayemik Serafini 
Banisto Fichter McCall Seyfen 
Bebko-Jones Fleagle McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Flick McGill Smith, B. 
Belfanti Gannon Mcllhanan Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff Geist McNaughton Snyder, D. W. 
Bimelin George Melio Staback 
Bishop Giglioni Michlovic Stain 
Blaum Gladeck Micouie Steelman 
Boscoia Godshall Mihalich Steil 
Boyes Gordner Miller Stem 
Brown Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Bmwne G N P P ~  Myen Stevenson 
Bunt Habay Nailor Srrinmaner 
Butkovitz Haluska Nick01 S u m  
Buxron Hanna O'Brien Tangreni 
Caltagirone Harhan Olasz Taylor. E. 2. 
Cappabianca Hasay Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cam Hennessey , Orie Thomas 
Casorio Herman Perzel Tigue 
Cawley Henhey Pesci Travaglio 
Chadwick Hess Petrarca Trello 
Civera Horsey Petrone Trich 
Clark Hutchinson Pettit TNC 
Clymer Itkin Phillips Tulli 
Cohen, L. I. Jadlowiec P~PPY Vance 
Cohen, M. James Pistella Van Home 
Colafella Jarolin Plam Veon 
Colairzo Josephs Preston Walko 
Conti Kaiser Raymond Waugh 
Cornell Kelier Readshaw Williams, A. H. 
Corpora Kenney Reber Williams, C. 
Cowell Kirkland Reinard Wilt 

COY LaGmtta Rieger Wogan 
CUW Laughlin Roberts Wojnaroski 
Daley Lawless Robinson " Wright, M. N. 
oally Lederer Roebuck Yewcic 
DeLuca Leh Rohrer Youngblood 
Dempsey Lescovitz Rooney Zimmeman 
Dent Levdansky Ross Zug 
Demody Lloyd Rubley 
DeWeese ~ u c y k  Sainato Ryan, 
DiGirolamo Lynch Santoni Speaker 

NAYS-4 

C"ne Krebs Snula Vitali 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-4 

Amstrong Comgan Ramos Washingon 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was ageed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. PERZEL called up HR 92, PN 1027, entitled: 

A Resolution adopting a temporary rule of the House relating solely 
to amendments to and debate on the General Appropriation Bill for the 
fiscal year 1997-1998, including amendments or supplementals to 
appropriations of prior fiscal years. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
resolution, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Somerset 
County, Mr. Lloyd. 

The gentleman will yield. 
For the information of the members, from a technical 

standpoint, the lights on the various microphones are still not 
working, but the microphones are workimg, although there is a 
delay from the time you, push the microphone button; there is a 
slight delay until it is adively engaged. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I guess it is working. 
Would the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, consent to interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, for purposes of drafting 

amendments, I want to make sure I understand the procedure to be 
followed. If I draft an amendment which adds to a line item in the 
bill, I am not obligated to subtract a comparable amount from 
another l i e  item as long as my amendment i s m  prior to the time 
we have spent $141,200,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. PERZEL. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. LLOYD. I am sorry; I could not hear that. 
Mr. PERZEL. I am going to have the Appropriations chairman 

answer that question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, is yielding to 

Mr. Barley to respond to that interrogation. 
The gentleman, Mr. Barley. 
Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Yes; we anived at that number by taking the February revenue 

estimate and then we also took into account the Governor's 
proposed tax cuts, and basically when we made those adjustments, 
that is how we came up with, I believe it is $141 million remaining 
that we consider to be the actual dollars available. 

Mr. LLOYD. So that if we spent the whole $141 million, we 
would not he able to do any of the tax cuts. 

Mr. BARLEY. Well, the $141 million was arrived at taking the 
Governor's tax cuts into consideration. 

Mr. LLOYD. Oh. So in other words, the tax cut money is on 
top of the $141 million. 

Mr. BARLEY. No, no; I am sorry if I misled you on that. It is 
not. It would have to be as part of that. 

Mr. LLOYD. So my fmt  question, the answer really was yes, 
that if we spend all the $14 1 million- 

Mr. BARLEY. Yes; yes. 

Mr. LLOYD. And this resolution applies only to HB 847 and 
not to any of the other budget bills. Is that correct? 

Mr. PERZEL. Yes; that is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. LLOYD. And what is the basis for the estimate of 

$141,200,000? 
Mr. PERZEL. The Appropriations chairman will answer that, 

Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Denn0dy 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 

civera Hennessey Orie Travaglio 
Clark Herman Peml  Trello 
Clymer Hershey Pesci ' Trich 
Cohen, L. I. Hess PeVarca True 
CohensM. Horsey Petrone Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pettit Vance 
Colaizzo Itkin Phillips Van Home 
conti Iadlowiec P~PPY Veon 

Carn 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 

James Pistella 
Jarolin Plans 
Josephs Raymond 
Kaiser Readshaw 
Keller Reber 
Kenney Reinard 
Kirkland Rieger 
LaGbtta Roberts 
Laughlin Robinson 
Lawless Roebuck 
Lederer Rohrer 
Leh Rooney 
LescoviQ Ross 

Krebs Scrimenti 
Manderino Steelman 
Michlovic Steil 
Mundy Sturla 

NOT VOTING-I 

Preston 

Armstrong 

Walko 
Waush 
Williams. A. H. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Tigue 
Vitali 
Williams. C. 
Yewcic 

Washington 

Mr. LLOYD. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The majority having voted in the affmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 82 

Adolph 
Allen 

Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barmr 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmml 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
ButkoviQ 
Buxton 
Caltqirone 
Cappabianca 
Chadwick 

Donatucci Levdansky 
DNC~ Lloyd 
Eachus Lucyk 
Egolf Lynch 
Evans Maitland 
Fairchild Major 
Farzo Markosek 
~ e & e  Marrico 
Fichter Masland 
Fleagle Mayemik 
Flick McCall 
Gannon McGeehan 
Geist McGill 
George Mcllhattan 
Giglioni McNaughton 
Gladeck Melio 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasay 

Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 

Micorrie Stem 
Mihalich Stetler 
Miller Stevenson 
Myers Strimnaner 
Nailor S u m  
Nickol Tangreni 
O'Brien Taylor, E. Z 
Olasz Taylor, J. 
Oliver Thomas 

I CALENDAR 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 142, PN 
845, entitled: 

An Act establishing the Kinship Care P r o m .  

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

The SPEAKER. At the moment, we are having a temporary 
problem with the computer that operates the voting machine. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MAJORITY WHIP 

The SPEAKER. While waiting for the computer to be adjusted, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Barley. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 am sure members by now have noticed on their desks the 

candy that has been distributed, compliments of the Pennsylvania 
Society of Anesthesiologists, and I just wanted to bring to the 
attention of the members that it has been contributed by them in 
recognition and in celebration of Doctor's Day, which will be 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on thud consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

March 30. So as a salute to the doctors and all that they do for us, 
again, I just bring it to your attention. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on fmal passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass fmally ? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 

EXCUSEM 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washington 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Baitisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaino 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dernpsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Iamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Manico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Miwnie  
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robem 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

NAYS4 

NOT VOTING4 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Striltmaner 
Sturla 
- ~ ~ ~ -  

Tanwni  
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams. A. H. 
wi~liams; C. 
Wilt 
wopan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youn%blood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affumative, the question was determined in the affiiative and the 
bill passed finally. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

The House proceeded to thud consideration of HB 14, PN 774, 
entitled: 

An Act regulating the check-cashing industry; providing for the 
licensing of check cashers, for additional duties of the Department of 
Banking and for certain terms and conditions of the business of check 
cashing; and providing penalties. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration ? 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to move to suspend the rules for 

consideration of HB 14 and a technical amendment to HB 14. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, moves that the 

rules of the House be suspended to permit him to offer an 
amendment to HB 14 and to thereafter immediately consider 
HB 14 on fmal passage. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 

Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Gein 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Mandetino 
Markosek 
Manico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strittmaner 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, I. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE MARCH 18 

Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 

Cappabianca Harhart Olasz Thomas 
Cam Hasay Oliver Tigue 

~enriessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
LescOviQ 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
P e m c a  
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
PipPy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
ROSS 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

~ r a v q l i o  
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Waugh 
~ i ~ ~ i m t s ,  A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youneblood 
~imm;rman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Carone Krebs Plans Steelman 

NOT VOTING-1 

Rooney 

EXCUSED4 

Armstrong Comgan Ramos Washington 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affimative, the question was determined in the affumative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Mr. THOMAS offered the following amendment No. A0340: 

Amend Sec. 301, page 4, line 29, by striking out "consideration" and 
inserting 

fee 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the auestion of the ado~tion of the I 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Curtis Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is just a technical amendment that 

strikes out the word "consideration" and replaces it with the word 
"fee." 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barmr 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwn 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitl 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cavvabianca 
c& 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I 
Cohen. M. 
colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruit7.a 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasav 
~ e n i e s s e ~  
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strinmaner 
Sturla 
Suna 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tavlor. J. 

Orie ~ h b m a s  
Perzel Tigue 
Pesci Travaglio 
Petrarca Trello 
Petmne Trich 
Pettit T N ~  
Phillips Tulli 
P~PPY Vance 
Pistella Van Home 
Plans Veon 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

NOT VOTING4 

Vitali 
Walk0 
Waugh 
Williams. A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Sneaker 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washington 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 



Adoiph 
Allen 
Argali 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barar 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Beifanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovie 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Conti 
Comeil 
Corpora 
Coweli 
COY 
cuml  
Daley 
Daily 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Demody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
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Druce 
Eachus 
Egoif 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fieagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
Geoge 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshaii 
Gordner 
GruiQa 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harharl 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadiowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkiand 
Krebs 
LaGratta 
Laughiin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovie 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-199 

Maitland 
MQor 
Manderino 
Markosek 
MarsiCO 
MBSiand 
Mayemik 
M~Cal l  
MoGeehan 
MoGiil 
M~llhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Naiior 
Nickoi 
O'Brien 
oiarz 
Oliver 
Oriz 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Pippy 
Pistella 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reioard 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 386, PN 
995, entitled: 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Sevfert 

smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steeiman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trelio 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitaii 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Williams. C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright. M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmeman 
zug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washington 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
aff ia t ive,  the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
bill passed fmally. 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statues, providing for the sale o f  dogs; and providing 
penalties. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 

Adoiph 
Alien 
Argall 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovie 
Bunton 
Caltagirone I h a b i a n c a  

Carone 
Casorio 
Cawiey 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Coiaiuo 
Conti 
Camel1 
corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daiey 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 

Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchiid 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshali 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadiowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughiin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mmico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCali 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
P e m c a  
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pisteiia 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Shaner 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Shimnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tavlor. J. 
~ h b m &  
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trelio 
Trich 
True 
Tuiii 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngbiood 
Zug 
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Dermody Lloyd Rubley Ryan, 
DeWeese Lucyk Sainato Speaker 
DiGirolamo Lynch Santoni 

NAYS-9 

Baker Henhey Seyfert Wilt 
Fleagle Pesci Stem Zimmerman 
Herman 

NOT VOTING-1 

Birmelin 

EXCUSED-4 

Armmng Corrigan Ramos Washington 

Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
Dallv 

Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jmlin  
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Oliver 
One 
Penel ' 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 

,P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 

Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnmski 
WrighL M. N. 
Yewcic 

Leh Rooney Youngblood 
The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the I ::ky Lescovitz Ross Zimmerman 

affirmative, the question was determined in the af f ia t ive  and the 
bill passed fmally. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 13, PN 17, 
entitled: 

concurrence. 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, relating to Class A regulated fishing lakes. 

I 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on fmal passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
BIaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 

Donatucci 
DNC~ 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fw,o 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhauan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 

Saylor 
Schmder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strinmauer 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 

Dent Levdansky Rubley Zug 
Dermody Lloyd Sainato 
DeWeese Lucyk Santoni Ryan: 
DiGirolamo Lynch Sather Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

Horsey 

EXCUSED4 

Armstrong Comgan Ramos Washington 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the aff iat ive and the 
bill passed fmally. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 196, PN 
219, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 8, 1982 (P.L.3 10, No.87): referred 
to as the Recorder o f  Deeds Fee Law. providing for additional fees; and 
creating a Recorder's Fund. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 



Adolph Donatucci Manderino Schuler 
Allen Druce Markosek Scrimenti 
Argall Egolf M m i w  Semmel 
Bard Evans Masland Serafini 
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Barley Fairchild 
Barrar Fargo 
Banbto Feese 
Bebko-Jones Fichter 
Belardi Fieagie 
BelFdnti Flick 
Benninshoff Gannon 
Birmelin Geist 
Bishop George 
Blaum Giglioni 
Boscola Gladeck 
Boyes Gordner 

YEAS-177 

Brom Gruitza 
Bunt ~ P P O  
Butkovitz Haluska 
Buxton Hanna 
Caltagirone Harharl 
Cappabianca Hasay 
Cam Hennessey 
Carone Herman 

* * *  

Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen,L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Coweli 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dermody 
DeWeere 
DiGirolamo 

Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Itkin 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keiler 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
LescoviQ 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 

Meyemik Shaner 
McCail Smith, B. 
McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
McGill Snyder, D. W 
Mcllhanan Staback 
Melio Stairs 
Michlovic Steelman 
Micoaie Steil 
Mihalich Stem 
Miller Stetler 
Mundy Strinmaner 
Myen Sturla 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
OlSZ 
Oliver 
Pelzel 
Pezci 
Petrarca 
Petmne 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
ROSS 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Treilo 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wau$ 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams. C 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Balier Godshall Lawless Rohrer 
Browne Habay McNaughton Seyfen 
Casorio Hutchinson Nailor Stevenson 
Daily Jadlowiec Orie Yewcic 
Dent Krebs P~PPY Zug 
Eachus 

NOT VOTING-I 

Jarolin 

EXCUSED4 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Wmhingon 

The ma jo r i t y  required by the Constitution h a v i n g  voted  in the 
a f f i a t i v e ,  the question was determined in the a f f i a t i ve  and the 
bil l  passed finally.  

Ordered, That the clerk present t h e  same to t h e  Senate for 
concurrence. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 129, PN 
759, entitled: 

An  Act providing for the establishment o f  the Pennsylvania Travel 
and Tourism partners hi^: imoosine Dowers and duties related to  tourism 
promotion and grant; tr&sfe&g cenain powers and duties; and 
providing for the Travel and Tourism Promotional Fund and for the 
transfer of certain sales taw revenues to that fund. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration ? 
Bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, sha l l  the bill pass fmally ? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays wi l l  now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
&gall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
BenninghoR 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 

Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshail 
Gordner 
GruiQa 
m P P 0  
Habay 
Haluska 

Maitiand 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marrico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCali 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickoi 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Slrinmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 

Buxton Hanna O'Brien Tangrefti 
Caltqirone Harharl O iau  Taylor, E. 2. 
Cappabianca Hasay Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cam Hennessey Orie Thomas 
Carone Herman Penel Tigue 
Casorio Hershey Pesci Travqiio 
Cawley Hens Penarca Trello 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coiaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Comora 

Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keiler 
Kenney 
Kirkland 

~ o i . e l l  Krebs 
COY LaGrona 
Curry Laughiin 
Daley Lawless 
Dallg Lederer 
DeLuca Leh 
Dempsey Lescovitz 
Dent Levdansky 
Dermody Lloyd 

Pevone Trich 
Penit True 
Phillips Tulli 
P~PPY Vance 
Pistella Van Home 
Plans Veon 
Preston Vitali 
Raymond Walko 
Readshaw Wau$h 
Reber Williams, A. H. 
Reinard Williams. C. 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 

Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 
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DeWeene Lucyk Santoni Ryan, 
DiGirolamo Lynch Sather Speaker 
Donatucci 

NOT VOTING4 

E X C U S E M  

Armstmng Corrigan Ramos Washingon 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affmative, the auestion was determined in the affmative and the 
bill passed'finaliy. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

b ~ ~ d e r a n h r e ~ ~ a ~ ~ e _ a _ ~ i t o e ~ ~ - p ~ o . ~ d i n g  

. . ~ a r i n g r e l a t o ~ e e ~ o a e v a 1 u e o f  erealestate 
~ e ~ u b ~ ~ e ~ s z m e n t o u e a s s e s s m e ~ e a l t o ~ d i s c l a s e .  
u n d e ~ _ o a t h . & a n v ~ ~ n s a t i o ~ o a i d f ~ e h e e s t i m o n &  
c o ~ e ~ & a h t a i n e ~ e d e & q ~ o l l s s h a l l b . e i n  
~dtinganrlapbbeaQublicrecordapcn~~examioationjnspec~ 
c a p y i n g i m c ~ e ~ a c n f  l u n e 5 1 9 5 7 . 0 S a 2 1 2 . ~  
r e f e r r e ~ m X n o x L a x  

[ c ~ o r t h e ~ ~ o f e ~ ~ i o ~  . . appealboad3all 
man~baardofarreenttappincollntiesoffm 
tifth.sixth&oreiehthkcreated-s& 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 7, by striking out "Section 2. This" and 
inserting 

Section 3. The amendment of section 402 of the 
Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 8, by striking out all of said line and 

inserting 
Section 4. This act shall take effect as follows: 

(1) The amendment of section 402 of the act shall take effect in 
60 day;. 

(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect immediately. 

On the question, 
The House proceeded to thud consideration of HB 502, PN will the H~~~~ agree to the amendment? 

565, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 22,1933 (P.L.853, No.155). known 
as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for the 
valuation of property. 

. . . . ~ O ~ e x i s t e n c e - M e m b ~ ~  I 
The following roll call was recorded: appealboardRhalleMandallalified-em 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment passed unanimously in the last 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Mr. LLOYD offered the following amendment No. A0289: 

Amend Title, page 1, line I I, by removing the period after "properry" 
and inserting 

and for auxiliary boards of assessment appeals. 
Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
Section 51 1 1 App&ento- . . QaubLksumt 

~ c w x y w i t h a e x i s i r e v i s i o n o f m e n t s  
i m a k i n ~ i u h a u i n t h e e L p e d e t e ~  
r e v a l y i n g t h q r o p . e n i e s d a p p l y i n ~ e d e ~ d n t i o . I h e 1 : ~  
~ofa~afthe_folmh.fiAh.sixthsev,,thoL~ 
c l a z s w h g a n ) i o r h - o v i r i n o f o _ t h e c -  
-ernPo- . . ' . _ a p p e a l l a a c d s & a c h _ t o b ~  
-ellxrllarvanoealboard.The-e- 
t e r m a f e x i n e n ~  . . . . u ~ e z ~ e h w  
-Anallxlllarv-CMWdheedofthree 
w h o c h a l l x t b f & a m @ m m i s P e  

Adolph 
Allen 
&all 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 

session. What itwould do is to authorize county com~issioners in 
fourth- through eighth-class counties to appoint auxiliary boards 
of assessment appeals for a period of up to 18 months, a maximum 
of four boards, to assist in handling appeals following a 
reassessment or a change in assessment ratio. 

Mr. Speaker, in the last session we did this for second-class-A 
counties. My amendment would extend it to the smaller counties. 
It is very important in my county because we are going through a 
reassessment right now, and there is no way that the current county 
board of assessment appeals can handle all the appeals that are 
going to be filed. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I totally agree with the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, that this is a 

needed amendment, and it is agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

DmCe 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mdosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 



Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltazirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawlev 
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~ P P O  ~ ~ e r s  Striftmatter 
Habay Nailor Sturla 
Haluska Nick01 Surra 
Hanna O'Brien Tangretti 
Harhan Olasz Taylor, E. Z 
Hasay Oliver Taylor, J. 
Hennessey Orie Thomas 
Herman Perzel Tigue 
Henhey Pesci Travaglio 
Hess Petrarca Trello 

Birmelin George Melio Stairs 
Bishop Giglioni Michlovic Steelman 
Blaum Gladeck Micouie Steil 
Boscola Godshall Mihalich Stem 
Boyer Gordner Miller Stetler 
Brown Gmitza Mundy Stevenson 

~hadGick Honey Petrone Trich 
Civera Hutchinson Pettit True 
Clark Itkin Phillips Tulli 
Clymer Jadlowiec P~PPY Vance 
Cohen, L. I. lames Pistella Van Home 
Cohen, M. Jarolin Plans Veon 
Colafella Jose~hs  Preston Vitali 

Mr. FLICK offered the following amendment No. A0337: 

Amend Title, page 1, line I I ,  by removing the  period after "property" 
and inserting 

in counties of the second class A and third c l s s .  ~ ~~~~~ 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 402), page 2, l ine 12, by inserting after "8" 
~ ~ a _ c a ~ ~ c l a s s  

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 402), page 2, line 15, by inserting after "A" 
0 - r n m  

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question,  the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Again,  this amendment only adds third-class 
counties to the bill, and it is an agreed-to amendment. 

Colaino 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dalev 
 all; Lederer Rohrer ~ e & i c  
DeLuca Leh Rooney Youngblood 
Demprey Lescovitl Ross Zirnmeman 
Dent Levdanshy Rubley Zug 
Dermody Lloyd Sainato 
DeWeese Lucyk Santoni Ryan. 
DiGirolamo Lynch Sather Speaker 
Donatucci 

Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Keller Readshaw Waugh 
Kenney Reber Williams, A. H. 
Kirkland Reinard Williams, C. 
Krebs Rieger Wilt 
LaOrona Roberts Wogan 
Laughlin Robinson Wojnaroski 
Lawless Roebuck Wrizhf M. N. 

NOT VOTING4 

On the question recurring, 
Wil l  the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call  was recorded: 

YEAS-1 97 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washington 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the aff i rmat ive  and the  amendment was agreed to. 

On the question,  
Wi l l  the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
For the information of the House, this amendmen t  was first  

distributed under the name of Representative C u r t  Schroder. This 
is the same amendmen t  as the  Curt Schroder amendment,  which is 
being offered by Mr. Flick. The clerk  will read the amendment. 

On the  question recurring, 
Wil l  t h e  House agree to the hill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

1 Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwn 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
cuny 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 

Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
GutiQa 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Honev 
~utch:nson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaOrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 

Lynoh 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
OlasZ 
Oliver 
Orie 
Pesci 
Pevarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
pippy 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Sentini 
Seyferl 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Steiler 
Stevenson 
Strimatter 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vltali 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Z i m m e m  
zug 



EXCUSED-4 

Amstrong Comgan Ramos Washington 
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N A Y S 4  

N O T  V O T I N G 4  

Demody Levdansky Sainato Ryan, 
DeWeese Lloyd Santoni Speaker 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sather 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING-;! 

Pmel Snyder, D. W. 

COY LaGrona Robens Wogan 
CUT Laughlin Robinson Wojnaroski 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wright, M N. 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Yewcic 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Youngblood 
Dempsey Lescovitz Ross Zimmeman 
Dent LevdansAy Rubley Zug 
Dermody Lloyd Sainato 
DeWeese Lucyk Santoni Ryan, 
DiGirolamo Lynch Sather Speaker 
Donatucci 

On the question recurring, 1 

The majority having voted in the affrmative, the  question was 
determined in the a f f m a t i v e  and the amendment was agreed to. 

EXCUSED-4 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washington 

The SPEAKER This bill has been considered o n  three different 
days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass fmally ? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 

Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 
amended ? 

Bill as amended was agreed to. 

ordered,   hat the clerk present the same t o  the Senate for 
concurrence. 

The majority required b y  the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affumative and the 
bill gassed finallv. 

The House proceeded t o  third consideration of  HB 67, P N  76, 
entitled: 

Bard 
Barley 
BarIar 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bennin&off 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Calafella 

Adolph Druce Maitland Saylor 
Allen Eachus Major Schroder 
@all Esolf Manderino Schuler 
Baker Evans Markosek Scrimenti 

Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleqle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
G e o ~ e  
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
b P P 0  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hers 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Ioreohs 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for vehicle registration periods 
of less than one year. 

Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailop 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
One 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 

Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Seinmaner 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Tnllo 
Trich 
True 
Tuili 
Vbce 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vil.li ~~~ . . 

Colaiuo Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Conti Keller Readshaw Waugh 
Cornell Kenney Reber Williams, A. H. 
Corpora Xirkland Reinard Williams. C. 

O n  the question, 
Will the House agree to  the bill on third consideration ? 

I Mr. E V A N S  offered the following amendment No. A0423: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 3, by removing the period after "year" and 
inserting 

; and making appropriations. 
Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 24 and 25 

1 Section 2. (a) In addition to  any other appropriations or executive 
authorizations for State highway maintenance for the 1996-1997 
fiscal year, the sum of $50,000,000 is hereby appropriated from the 
Motor License Fund to the Department of Transportation for State 
highway maintenance surface improvement. Twenty-five million dollars 
of this appropriation shall be allocated to each county based on its 
pacentage of lane miles to the total lane miles of all State highways. The 
remaining $25,000,000 shall be allocated to each county based on its 
percentage of vehicle miles traveled to the total vehicle miles traveled on 
all State highways. These funds shall be targeted to those highways 
having poorest road quality in each county as determined by the 
department. This shall be a two-year continuing appropriation. 

(b )  In addition to any other revenues received by the Public 
Transportation Assistance Fund, the sum of $25,000,000 is hereby 
appropriated to that fund from the General Fund for the 1996-1997 fiscal 
year to be distributed in a manner consistent with 74 Pa.C.S Ch. 13 
(relating to public transportation assistance). This appropriation may be 
used for capital projects or asset maintenance at the discretion of the 
transit entities. 

Coweii Krebs Rieger Wilt I 
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Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 25, by striking out '2" and insening 

3 
$44 million in the General Fund. This would reduce the balance by 
19.7. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what I am attempting to do with this amendment 

is to address our question of roads and mass transit. This 
amendment would add, appropriate, $50 million for State highway 
surface improvement and $25 million for mass transit capital 
projects and asset maintenance. 

The rationale for this, Mr. Speaker, is that, as You know, the 
Governor requested $4 1 million for the State highway surface 
improvement this fiscal year coming. During the budget hearings, 
Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of Transportation said that $41 million 
was the minimum amount that we could do it with. Last Year, the 
Governor recommended $61 million- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
Mr. EVANS. -for service improvements, but those f u n d o  
The SPEAKER. We were having difficulty hearing you. We 

were having difficulty hearing you- 
Mr. EVANS. Okay. 
The SPEAKER. +d then difficulty hearing me, which would 

be a worse sin. The gentleman may continue. 
Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I indicated that the Governor had requested 

$41 million for State highway surface improvements in the next 
fiscal year. During the budget hearings, the Secretary of 
Transportation said that $41 million is the minimum we could do 
it with. Last year, you may recall, the Governor recommended 
$61 million for surface improvements, but those funds were used 
for repairing flood damage. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, the 
reduction in Federal capital funding for mass transit has caused 
mass transit to reduce services. This amendment would appropriate 
$25 million to help ease the fiscal situation. 

The reason that I offer this amendment at this particular point, 
Mr. Speaker, is because of the construction season. If we wait to 
appropriate the funds later, we are going to miss half of the 
construction season. By appropriating the funds now, PennDOT 
will he able to have most of the work done before the end of the 
summer, because it is a supplemental appropriation and a Zyear 
continuous appropriation and the funds Can be carried over to the 
next fiscal year. 

Mr. Speaker, the distribution of the funds. These funds will be 
distributed by a county basis on an even split between lane miles 
and vehicle miles traveled. These funds should be targeted for the 
poorest roads. PennDOT will decide which roads are the poorest 
in each county, Mr. Speaker. The distribution to mass transit 
authorities will be based on the formula already established by the 
Public Transportation Act in Title 74. 

The fiscal impact, Mr. Speaker. At the end of February 1997, 
there was an unappropriated balance of $53.6 million in the 
Motor License Fund. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, what 
would occur, by moving $50 million, there would be $3 million 
available in that fund. Also, there is an unappropriated surplus of 

Mr. Speaker, some of you may have received a letter that I 
wrote to the Secretary of the Budget showing how we could 
immediately increase funding for mass transit and highways 
without new taxes or fees. Let me repeat that: .Mr. Speaker, I 
indicated a letter I wrote to the Secretary of the Budget indicating 
to him that we could immediately deal with roads and transit 
without raising taxes or fees. By using part of the surplus in the 
General Fund next year to pay an extra $100 million for State 
police, we could invest that $100 million into our roads, an 
additional $75 million for mass transit, before the end of this fiscal 
year for next fiscal year. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer this suggestion, in my view, as what 1 call 
a smart, not bigger, suggestion. I am offering this as a way that we 
could immediately begin to address the question of our roads and 
the question of our mass transit. Mr. Speaker, I have also indicated 
that fiom a Long-term strategy, we need to be involved with what 
is U m g  place in Washington, D.C., with the ISTEA (Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act) or the next TEA legislation 
that is there that the President has announced f?om a long-term 
perspective. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, with this year and moving into next 
year, that if we move in this particular approach, that we can begin 
to address the question of our roads and our transit without raising 
taxes or fees. I think that this opportunity is here. The money is 
here, Mr. Speaker; it is not committed, and I think it is only a 
question that we use the dollars that we have available. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would ask that you support my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and recognizes 
the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
ML LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
MK Speaker, I oppose the amendment on several grounds. 

Number one, if this were in fact going to be the only time that we 
speak to the issue of additional highway maintenance 

funding, I would oppose the distribution of these funds. 
Mr. Speaker, the Legislative Budget and Finance Committee 

last year released a performance audit of PennDOT which 
indicated that we are shortchanging many counties because we are 
not giving them maintenance funds in proportion to their need as 
measured by the relative pavement quality index. The Governor's 
budget, to which the gentleman referred, compounds that problem, 
in my opinion, by taking the $41-million special resurfacing 
initiative and giving it out on the basis of lane miles and vehicle 
miles. This amendment will compound the problem. And if this is 
the only new money we are going to have for highway 
maintenance in the next budget, then I hope that those members 
who live in of the state which are being shortchanged by the 
cment formula but do not have a lot of four-lane highway and do 
not have a lot of vehicles will recognize that this amendment will 
hurt them. ~t would be much better for them to put this $50 million 
into the ASHMA (additional State highway maintenance 
appropriations) formula and pass out the money in accordance 
with existing law. what would be even better would be to rewrite 
the fornula and &&bute the money on the basis of need. 
w, speaker, 1 think this is an unfair way to give out limited 
highway maintenance dollars. 
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Number two, Mr. Speaker, there has been a lot of discussion 

that somehow this is the way to meet our highway needs without 
any additional taxes, and everybody would like to be able to do 
that, Mr. Speaker, but the fact of the matter is that the Governor's 
proposal is for $400 million- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The headphones apparently- We are having trouble with the 

sound system. So the headphones apparently are not working; you 
are going to have to listen for a change. And I am going to ask that 
the conferences on the floor be nonexistent, and if it is n e c e s s v  
to confer, do it off the floor. 

Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Governor's package is $400 million a year. 

This is $50 million in one-time funding. It may be appropriate for 
us when we deal with the budget to appropriate unappropriated 
funds from 1996-97 highway maintenance or from the 
Motor License Fund and apply them to additional highway 
maintenance. But to pretend that somehow that is the solution to 
a $400-million annual revenue requirement, those numbers just do 
not square. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the other part of this amendment which I 
oppose is the proposal to take $25 million and give it to mass 
hansit. Now, I had a hard time understanding because the speaker 
was not working, but I think - the sound system - I Wink I 
understood that at least $19 million of that was coming out of the 
unappropriated surplus in the General Fund. At least some 
significant share of this money is coming out of the unappropriated 
balance in the General Fund. Be advised that if we spend that 
money on mass transit, it is not available to fund other 
supplemental appropriations. I, for one, do not have any mass 
transit in my district. I am not interested in using that block of 
money for mass transit, once again, if that is the only money which 
is going to be made available. If we do not have any additional 
revenue to fund the State's needs, at the top of my list is not this 
particular amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, on April 1 we are going to have an oppomnity to 
have a debate with regard to the budget, and people can offer 
amendments and propose whatever they like. This amendment, 
Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, is a had idea and ought to be rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, for the second 
time. 

Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think that the gentleman that you just heard 

really made my points for me. There are 38 hansit authorities in 
the Commonwealth o f  Pennsylvania. There are 38 transit 
authorities, and those 38 transit authorities do not just come from 
Philadelphia and Allegheny. There are 36 that are in rural 
Pennsylvania. The transit authorities are a part of moving people. 
For the last 3 years, Mr. Speaker, this particular administration, in 
my view, has chosen not to make an investment in mass transit. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, we are partners in this process, and we 
have an opportunity to say to the administration that mass hansit 
is a part of what takes place in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, even if the Governor would have 
given mass transit the same increase that has happened in the 
Motor License Fund, it would have at least been 2 percent over the 
last 2 years, and that has not occurred, Mr. Speaker. 
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So I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, that althoua the 

gentleman indicates that he as one person on this floor would not 
want to use this as a priority, there are other people who are in this 
General Assembly who do have mass transit in their area, and this 
is a way, Mr. Speaker, in my view, to begin to address that issue. 

Mr. Speaker, we have money that is there. We need to use that 
money, Mr. Speaker, for mass hansit. That is one aspect of it. 

Secondly, in terms of the issue about needs versus the question 
around how to deal with the roads, Mr. Speaker, I do not disagee 
with the gentleman relating to the question about what the 
Legislative Budget and Fmance Committee said about the way the 
formula was driven. However, Mr. Speaker, this recommendation 
has been a recommendation that this administration, the 
Ridge administration, is making today. This is a recommendation 
that they are making; that they say that this is the best way, this is 
the fairest way; that we should at least address the question of the 
distribution of the highway funds. I make the point as I made it 
before that this is March going into April. At least by putting this 
particular money in here now, we can begin to address in some 
way - not in every way, Mr. Speaker - the question of dealing 
with o w  roads. 

Number three, I heard, Mr. Speaker, that the statement was 
made that this is just like not enough money. Mr. Speaker, it was 
said that we need something like $400 million. Well, Mr. Speaker, 
I have always said, it is a question of how effectively we use the 
money we have. It is not a question that we just vote for taxes for 
the sake of voting for taxes or vote for fees for the sake of voting 
for fees. What are o w  priorities ? And I am saying to you, 
Mr. Speaker, that we have an opportunity, and it would not just be 
$50 million this year. If we move with the way I would like to 
move, eventually it would be up to as much as $200 million, which 
would be a start. The question is, what are our priorities and what 
are our needs? 

So I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, that at least this is an 
attempt to move in the right diuection, to use existing dollars that 
we have in a much smarter way. 

I would ask that people on both sides of the aisle support this 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not here before the members to ask them to 

vote one way or the other. I think they need to determine on their 
own whether they wish to vote for this particular amendment. 
However, I do not want there to be any misunderstanding that this 
amendment alone is going to solve our highway maintenance and 
conshuction problems. During the next few weeks, we are 
certainly going to be having many discussions on this issue and 
looking for long and permanent solutions in perhaps different 
manners. 

So we just want members to know that even though this 
amendment may be attempting to be a fust step towards a solution 
to funding our highways, we do not look at this right now as the 
only alternative available and certainly want our members to 
recognize that there will be many other options in the very near 
future. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, for the second 
time. 

Will the gentleman yield for a moment, please. 
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THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Madam Speaker, just one point to make on this 
issue. 

The issue has been raised of whether this appropriates money 
in such a way as to raise the service level of all roads in the State 
of Pennsylvania to the same service level. There is a fundamental 
question that we need to answer in this State. According to figures 
that I have seen from the Department of Transportation, we as a 
State maintain more roads than all of New England, New York, 
New Jersey, and Maryland combined. The reason we maintain 
more than all ofthose combined is because we maintain every road 
that there is in Pennsylvania regardless of how much traffic it gets 
on it. And what some people would suggest is that we maintain 
those roads that get very little traffic at the same level that we 
maintain a four-lane highway that gets 10,000 or 20,000 cars a 
day. 

I would maintain that that is not the best way that we would be 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER The Chair is pleased to welcome to the hall of 
the House, as the guests of Representative Herman Mihalich, 
Toni Deever, Barbara Firth, and Jacquie Mellon. These guests are 
seated in the gallery. Would they please rise and be acknowledged. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 67 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd for the second time. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, notwithstandmg what the sponsor of this 

amendment says, this amendment is not fair. You can talk all you 
want about whether we should spend the surplus in the upcoming 
fiscal year and trying to get this done before the maintenance 
season, and I agree with some of those arguments, but to give out 
the money on the basis of lane miles and vehicle miles will 
shortchange most of the same counties of the State which have not 
been getting their fair share based on the measurement of the 
quality of their roads in comparison to everybody else. 

If this is the only money that there is going to be - and that is 
the sponsor's argument - then if you come from one of those 
shortchanged counties, you better be very, very careful about how 
you vote on this amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

appropriating our money in that we would be sending it to areas 
that albeit may not have very good roads at this point in time but 
may not have very many cars traveling on those not very good 
roads. There are many States that deal with that problem by simply 
letting those roads become dm roads. We choose to maintain them 
in this State, and I think it is appropriate that we maintain them at 
some service level but not at the same service level that we 
maintain four-lane highways with high service levels and high 
volumes of traffic. 

And so in that sense, I would support Representative Evans in 
his attempt to.try and get some money driven out for this 

construction season to areas that need, desperately need, those 
funds to keep potholes away from 20,000 cars a day, not potholes 
away from 2 cars a day. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Druce. 

Mr. DRUCE. Madam Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of 
the amendment, please? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed. 

Mr. DRUCE. Madam Speaker, I just want to be clear with the 
maker that the money with which be is appropriating to mass 
transit is General Fund money and not Motor License Fund 
money? 

Mr. EVANS. Correct, Madam Speaker. 
In the General Fund, there is an unappropriated surplus of 

$44.7 million. What I am appropriating is $25 million of the 
$44 million, and there would be a balance of $19.7 million lefl in 
that fund, first. 

Secondly, Madam Speaker, if I could, I want to explain, 
Madam Speaker, that under what I am proposing, everybody 
would receive an increase, because it would be new dollars. 

SO I am stressing to the point that it is a question of, do you do 
better under the existing formula or  do you do better under the 
newer formula that is being recommended? Under either way, 
Madam Speaker, you receive more new dollars, fust. And 
secondly, Madam Speaker, the question, when you hear 
individuals say they will not receive a certain amount of money, 
it is because they will not receive as much as they may be 
receiving now, but everybody will receive additional dollars, 
Madam Speaker. 

Mr. DRUCE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I have no further questions. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Browne 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 

Donahlcci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Flick 
George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hennessey 
Honey 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kikland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 

Markosek Rubley 
Masland Sainato 
Mayernik Santoni 
McGeehan Schroder 
McGill Semmel 
Melio Snyder, D. W. 
Michlovic Staback 
Micozzie Stetler 
Mihalich Sturla 
Miller Surra 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
01asz 
Oliver 
Petzel 
PeVarca 
Petrone 
Peuit 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Readshaw 

Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Williams, C. 
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Conti Lawless Reinard Wogan 
Corpora Lederer Rieger Wojnaroski 
Cowell Lescovin Robinson Youngblood 
curry Levdansky Roebuck 
DeLuca Maior Rohrer Ryan, 
Dent ~ G d e r i n o  Rooney Speaker 
Dermody 

Allen F q O  
Argall Fichter 
Bmar Fleagle 
Belfanti Gannon 
Benninghoff Geist 
Birmelin Gladeck 
Boyes Godshall 
Brown ~ P P O  
Bunt Hanna 
Carone Harhart 
Clark Hasay 
Comell Herman 
COY Henhey 
Daley Hess 
Dally Hutchinson 
Dempsey ladlowiec 
DeWeese Krebs 
DiGirolamo Leh 
Egolf Lloyd 

Lucyk Serafini 
Lynch Seyfen 
Maitland Shaner 
Marsico Smith, B. 
McCall Smith, S. H. 
Mcllhattan Stain 
McNaughton Steelman 
O'Brien Steil 
Orie Stem 
Pesci Stevenson 
Phillips Suitmatter 
Raymond Taylor, J. 
Reber Tigue 
Roberts True 
Ross Wilt 
Sather Wri& M. N. 
Saylor Yewoic 
Schuler Zimmerman 
Scrimenti Zug 

NOT VOTING4 

Armstmng Conigan Ramos Washingon 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

The S P E A K E R  uro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Evans, - 
have another amenkent ?' 

Mr. EVANS. No, Madam Speaker. I am going to withdraw my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

Bamu Feese 
Battisto Fichter 
Bebko-Jones Fleagle 
Belardi Flick 
Belfanti Gannon 
Benninghoff Geist 
Bishop Geose 
Blaum Gigliotti 
Boscola Gladeck 
Boves Godshall 
~ r i w n e  Gordner 
Bunt Gruitza 
Butkovitz G N P P ~  
Buxton Habay 
Caltagimne Haluska 
Cappabianca Hanna 
Cam Harhm 
Camne Hasay 
Casorio Hennessey 
Cawley Herman 
Chadwick Henhey 
Civera Hess 
Clark Honey 
Clymer ltkin 
Cohen, L. I. lames 
Cohen, M larolin 
Colafella Josephs 
Colaiuo Kaiser 
Conti Keller 
Cornell Kenney 
Corpora Kirkland 
Cowell LaGrona 
COY Laughlin 
Curry Lawless 
Daley Lederer 
Dally Leh 
DeLuca Lescovitz 
Dempsey Levdansky 
Dent Lloyd 
Dermody Lucyk 
DeWeese Lynch 
DiGirolamo Maitland 

McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill ' 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
oiasz 
Oliver 
One 
Penel 
Pesci 
Peuarca 
Peuone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
WPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
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Semmel 
Seratini 
Shaner 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Snitmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
~aylor ,  I. 
Thomas 
Tiaue - 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
TNe 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 

~ 

W a u g  
Williams, A. H, 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Brown Jadlowiec Seyfert Smith, S. H. 
Fargo Knbs Smith, B. Zug 
Hutchinson 

NOT VOTING-;! 

Birmelin Wright, M. N 

EXCUSED4 

Annnrnng Comgan Ramos Washington 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in  the  

nayswill now be takkn. 

me SPEAKER pro tempore, nis bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill  pass fmally ? 
Agreeable  to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

Adolph Donatucci Major Santoni 
Allen Druce Manderino Sather 
Argall Eachus Markosek Saylor 
Baker Egolf Marsico Schroder 
Bard Evans Masland Schuler 
Barley Fairchild Mayemik Scrimenti 

. . .  
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 

passed 
Ordered, That the  clerk present the same to the Senate for 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 433, PN 
485, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania - 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for caving and exhibiting 
driver's license on demand and for investigation by police officers. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Mr. DeLUCA offered the following amendment No. A0368: 1 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 7, by striking out "151 1(b) and 6308" and 

inserting 
151 1(b), 1533, 1540(b), 1960 and 6308 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, by inserting after line 17, 
1533. Suspension of operating privilege for failure to respond to 

citation. 
(a) Violations within Commonwealth.-The department shall suspend 

the operating privilege of any person who Ilas failed to respond to a 
citation or summons to appear before an issuing authority or a court of 
competent jurisdiction of this Commonwealth for any violation of this 
title, other than parking, or who has failed to pay any fine or costs 
imposed by an issuing authority or such courts for any violation of this 
title, other than parking upon being duly notified hv by an 
issuing authority or a court of this Commonwealth. F n  
t Q p l & u p - p a  

(b) Violations outside Commonwealth.-The deparhnent shall suspend 
the operating privilege of any person who has failed to respond to a 
citation, summons or similar writ to appear before a court of competent 
jurisdiction of the United States or any state which has entered into an 
enforcement agreement with the department, as authorized under 
section 6146 (relating to enforcement agreements), for any violation of the 
motor vehicle laws of such state, other than parking, or who has failed to 
pay any fine or costs imposed by such court upon being duly notified in 
accordance with the laws of such jurisdiction in which the violation 
occurred. A person who provides proof, satisfactory to the department, 
that the full amount of the fine and costs has been fonvarded to and 
received by the court shall not be regarded as having failed to respond for - . 
the purposes of this subsection. 

(c) Time for responding to notice.-At least 15 days before an issuing 
authority or court notifies the department to impose a suspension pursuant 
to subsection (a), the issuing authority or court shall notify the person in 
writing of the requirement to respond to the citation and pay all fines and 
penalties imposed by the issuing authority or court. 

(d) Period of suspension.-The suspension shall continue until such 
person shall respond to the citation, summons or wit, as the case may he, 
Ad pay all fines and penalties imposed or enter into an agreement to 
make installment Davments for the fines and oenalties imposed orovided . . 
that the suspension may be reimposed by the department if the defendant 
fails to m i e  regular installment and,if applicable, pay the fee 
prescribed in section 1960 (relating to reinstatement of operating privilege 
or vehicle registration). 

(e) Remedy cumulative.-A suspension under this section shall be in 
addition to the requirement of withholding renewal or reinstatement of a 
violator's driver's license as prescribed in section 1503(a) (relating to 
persons ineligible for licensing). 

( f )  Admissibility of documents.-A copy of a document issued by a 
court or issuing authority of this Commonwealth or by an oMicial of 
another state shall be admissible for the purpose of proving a violation of 
this section. 
5 1540. Surrender of license. 

* * *  
(b) Suspension, revocation or disqualification of operating privilege.- 

(1) Upon the suspension or revocation of the operating privilege 
or the disqualification of the commercial operating privilege of any 
person by the department, the department shall forthwith notify the 
person [in writing] u6ifiehmail at the address of record to 
surrender his driver's license to the department for the term of 
suspension, reyocation or disqualification. 

(2) The department shall include with the written notice of 
suspension, revocation or disqualification aform for acknowledging 
the suspension, revocation or disqualification, which form shall be 
filed with the department if the person has no license to surrender. 

(3) The suspension, revocation or disqualification shall be 
effective upon the earlier of: 

(i) a date determined by the department; or 
(ii) the date of filing or mailing of the license or 

acknowledgment to the department, m & h v _ c m i k d  
maiL if that date is subsequent to the department's notice to 
surrender the license. 
(4) Upon surrender of the license or acknowledgment, the 

department shall issue a receipt showing the date that it received the 
license or acknowledgment. 

* * *  
6 1960. Reinstatement of operating privilege or vehicle registration. 

-=The department shall charge a fee of [$25] %111 or, 
if section 1786(d) (relating to required financial responsibility) applies, a 
fee of $50 to restore a person's operating privilege or the registration of 
a vehicle following a suspension or revocation. . . - - 0 f e e . m o -  

. .  . F d c - u -  
onc af a wpendon.cati~mdqdlcoualificatianQ£ihe 

opcmingprii i legc-hy-d~ebmai l  [ r h a m u m o f  theaddibnalfee and 
thehsisucd b y . . k d e o a n m e n t i n . c s ~  . . 

' dullhmublishchin 

On the question, 
Will the House a g e e  to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. DeLuca. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, amendment 0368 addresses an issue that most 

of us in the State House here have addressed once or twice or more 
than that in the years that we have been in the State House. 

We have numerous constituents out there, through no fault of 
their own, that fmd out that their driving privileges have been 
suspended due to the fact that they never received a notice from 
the Department of Transportation. What we are trying to do is to 
make sure that these taxpayers and constituents of ours who 
depend on their driver's license for jobs, who cannot afford to be 
without their driver's license, that the department notify them by 
certified mail. We also add a $5 fee to the restoration fee to make 
up for the cost to the department. 

You know, jobs are hard enough out there to get, and certainly, 
when you do not receive these notices from the department and 
you continue to drive, thinking that you have a valid driver's 
license, automatically, if you happen to get a violation, you get 
stopped by a police officer, and you fmd out that your license has 
been suspended, and therefore, you get an extra suspension on 
your license for driving under suspension. 
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Thaniyou, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

I think this is a very sood amendment. It passed this House two 
sessions ago. Unfortunately, it did not get past the Senate. And I 
would hove that the members of the House would pass this today. 

cowell Krebs Rieger Wilt 
COY LaGrotta Roberts Wogan 
C u m  Lauehlin Robinson Woinaroski 

Colaiao Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Conti Keller Readsh?~ Waugh 
Cornell Kenney Reber Williams, A. H 
comora Kirkland Reinard Williams, C. 

. ...... ~.~ , 

Mr. HORSEY. Madam Speaker, I rise to support the 
DeLuca amendment. 

oent leman from Philadelohia. Mr. Horsev. 

hesentlv in Philadelphia we have a la 

I ~ a l e b  ~av.?ess Roebuck wri;eht. M. N. 
D a l i  

" 
Lederer Rohrer Youngblood 

DeLuca Leh Rooney Zimmerman 

outstanding in the area of fmes, and quite often, when persons 
come into the courtroom, the fust thing they say is, nobody gave 
me notice. And this may very well, at some point in time, cost 
Philadelphia about $100 million, because the allegation is, I did 
not get proper notice that my license was suspended or even that 
1, you know, had an outstanding ticket. 

But if we implement the DeLuca amendment across the entire 
State, Madam Speaker, we may very well eliminate this particular 
problem, and I would urge my colleagues to support the 
DeLuca amendment. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Northumberland County, Mr. Phillips. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I do believe that this amendment has merit, and therefore, I 

would ask you for an a m a t i v e  vote on Representative DeLuca's 
amendment. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-195 

Adolph Donatucci Maitland Sather 
Allen Druce Major Saylor 
Argall Egolf Manderino Schroder 
Baker Evans Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fairchild Manico Scrimenti 
Barley Fargo Masland Semmel 
Bmar  Feese Mayemik Serafini 
Battisto Fichter ~ c - ~ a l l  Seyfert 
Bebko-Jones Fleagle McGeehan Shaner 
Relardi Flick McGill Smith. B -~~~~~ 

Belfanti Gannon ~ c l l h a m n  smith; S. H. 
Benninghoff Geist McNaughton Snyder, D. W. 
Birmelin George Melio Staback 
Bishop Giglioni Michlovic Stain 
Blaum Gladeck Micouie Steelman 
Boscola Godshall Mihalich Steil 
Boves Gordner Miller Stem 
~ G w n  
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovib 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 

Gmitza 
GWPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Henhey 
Hess 
Honev 
~utchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 

Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Pemne 
Pettit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plats 
Preston 

Stevenson 
Suitmatter 
Shlrla 
.-~~- 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tcivaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 

Dermody Lucyk Sainato Ryan, 
DeWeese Lynch Santoni Spe&er 
DiGirolamo 

NAYS4  

Eachus Lloyd Stetler Yewcic 

NOT VOTING4 

Armstrong Comgan Ramos Washington 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Evans, for the purpose of offering an amendment. 
The gentleman announced he is withdrawing those amendments. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass fmally ? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will now he taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
BaIIaI 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 

Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
FaIgO 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
n ick  
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhauan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
Mihalich 
Miller 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
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Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltasirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colala0 
Contl 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
Cav 
cum 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
DonaNcci 

Armstrong 

Gmitza Mundy 
G ~ P P O  Myers 
Habay Nailor 
Haluska Nickol 
Hanna O'Brien 
Harhart Olasz 
Hasay Oliver 
Hennessey One 
Herman Perzel 
Henhey Pesci 
Hess P e m c a  
Horsey Petrone 
Hutchinson Penit 
Itkin Phillips 
Jadlowiec P~PPY 
James Pistella 
Jarolin Plans 
Josephs Preston 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kenney Reber 
Kirkland Reinard 
Krebs Rieger 
LaGrona Roberts 
Laughlin Robinson 
Lawless Roebuck 
Lederer Rohrer 
Leh Rooney 
LescoviQ Ross 
Levdansky Rubley 
Lloyd Sainato 
Lucyk Santoni 
Lynch Sather 

NOT VOTING4 

Corrigan Ramos 

Stevenson 
Svimnaner 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitdi 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Washington 

Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
c u w  
Daley 
Dally 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Gein 
Geese 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
'=JPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Leswvitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Mayemik 
McCall , 
McGeehan 
McGill 

- 
Melio 
Michlovic 
M i w a i e  
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Peharca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
hyrnond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Smin 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strimatter 
Studa 
s u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
TriCh 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vimli 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
z u g  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
bill passed fmally. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

NOT VOTING-I 

DeLuca 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. COWELL called up HR 87, PN 1024, entitled: 

A Resolution declaring the month of March 1997 as "Professional 
Social Work Month" in Pennsylvania 

The following roll call was recorded: 

EXCUSED4 

Armstrong Corilgan Ramos Washinson 

Adolph Druce Maitland Saylor 
Allen Eachus Major Schroder 
*>all Egolf Manderino Schuler 
Baker Evans Markosek Scrimenti 
Bard Fairchild Manico Semmel 
Barley Fargo Masland Seraiini 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to welcome to 
the hall of the House Jack Watson, the pro-life coordinator from 
Bucks County, who is the guest of Representative Tony Melio. He 
is seated to the left of the Speaker. Would the gentleman please 
rise. 
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An Act oroviding for the tax exemption of institutions of purely 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

- 
public chari6; exempting real owned by state-related 
universities or Federal Government inshumentalities from taxation; and 

(F) A fraternal beneficiary society, order or 
association. 

providing for unfair competition. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on thud consideration? 

Mr. BOYES offered the following amendment No. A0440: 

Amend Sec. 3, page 5, lines 3 and 4, by striking out '', without 
limitation," 

Amend Sec. 5, page 8, lines 5 through 9, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

(6) Accomplishment of a purpose which is beneficial to the 
community, including advancement of the arts and sciences, 
advancement of the cultural, spiritual, mental, physical, social or 
emotional welfare or improvement of others. 
Amend Sec. 5, page 8, lines 11 through 14, by striking out 

"Compensation," in line I I, all of lines 12 and 13 and "organization." in 
line 14 

Amend Sec. 5, page 8. line 16, by inserting after "meets" 
all of 

Amend Sec. 5, page 8, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
(3) Compensation, including benefits, of any director, officer or 

employee, is not based primarily upon the financial performance of the 
organization. 
Amend Sec. 5, page 13, lines I0 through 14, by miking out all of lines 

10 through 13 and "(4)" in line 14 and inserting , 
(3) 

Amend Sec. 5, page 13, llne 19. by striking out "(5)" and inserting 
(4) 

Amend Sec. 5, page 15, line 10, by inserting after "service<' 
provided to an individual 

Amend Sec. 5, page 15, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 
(viii) The reasonable value of any moneys. property, goods 

or services donated to a political subdivision. If the institution of 
purely public charity donates to a political subdivision an 
amount equal to or greater than 25% of the tax liability the 
exempt entity would incur if its currently tax-exempt property 
were taxable, the institution can credit the donation at 200% of 
the actual value for purposes of meeting the requirements of this 
subsection. 

Amend Sec. 5, page 16, by inserting between lines 23 and 24 
(4) An institution shall not be considered to benefit a substantial . , 

and indefinite class of persons who are legitimate subjects of charity 
if. .-. 

(i) the institution is not qualified under section 501(c)(3) of 
the Intemal Revenue Code of 1986; and 

(ii) the institution is qualified under section 50 l(c)(4), (5), 
(6), (7), (8) or (9) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 as any 
of the following: 

(A) An association of employees, the membership of 
which is limited to the employees of a designated person or 
persons. 

(B) A labor organization. 
(C) An agricultural or horticultural organization. 
(D) A business league, chamber of commerce, real 

estate board, board of trade or professional sports league. 
(E) A club organized for pleasure or recreation. 

(g) ~tandards; 
(1) Exceot as orovided in omcranh (2). nothine in this act shall , , . . . - .  .,. - 

be deemed to orohibit a charitable organization from conductina - - 
activities intended to influence legislation. 

(2) No substantial part of the activities of an institution of purely 
public charity shall consist of catrying on propaganda or otherwise 
attempting to influence legislation, except as otherwise provided in 
section 501(h) of the Intemal Revenue Code of 1986 or participating 
in or intervening in, including the publishing or distributing of 
statements, any political campaign on behalf of, or in opposition to, 
any candidate for public off~ce as such limitations are interpreted 
under section 501 of the Intemal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(3) Nothing in this act shall affecL impair or hinder the 
responsibilities or prerogatives of the political subdivision responsible 
for maintaining real property assessment rolls to make a determination 
whether a parcel of property or a portion of a parcel of property is 
being used to advance the charitable purpose of an institution of purely 
public charity, or to assess the parcel or part of the parcel of property 
as taxable based on the use of the parcel or part of the parcel for 
purposes other than the charitable purpose of the institution. Such 
determination and assessment sMI be made in accord with applicable 
status regarding the assessment of real property for taxation purposes 
and shall be made without regard to the cornorate structure of the - 
institution, the subsidiary nature of the use or the form or nature of 
ownership or acquisition of the property. 

(4) Nothing in this act shall prohibit a political subdivision from 
filing challenges to or making determinations as to whether a 
particular parcel of property is being used to advance the charitable 
purpose of an institution of purely public charity. 

(5) No additional criteria shall be imposed on any organization 
in order to be recognized as an institution of purely public charity. 
Amend Sec. 6, page 17, line 25, by striking out all of said line and 

inserting 
(a) Intent.- 

(I)  It is the intent of the General Assembly to 
Amend Sec. 6. page 18, lines 7 through 24, by striking out "Such a 

presumption is not" in line 7, all of lines 8 through 24 and inserting 
(2) The General Assembly, recognizing the interest of the 

taxpayers in a fair and equitable system of property tax assessment and 
the attendant statutory requirements for the political subdivision 
responsible for maintaining real property assessment roles to 
administer the system of property assessment, believes that such a 
presumption shall not in any way limit the responsibilities, 
prerogatives or abilities of counties or local jurisdictions with respect 
to thedetennination of, or challenges to, the-taxable status of a 
or part of a parcel of property based on the use of the parcel or part of 
the parcel of property. 
(b) Presumption.-An organization possessing a valid exemption from 

the tax imposed by Article I1 of the Tax Reform Code, pursuant to 
adminiwive orjudicial determination that the organization qualifies for 
exemption under section 204(10) of the Tax Reform Code. shall be 
entitled to assert a presumption that it meets the criteria contained in 
section 5(b), (c), (d), (e) and (0. and any person challenging such 
presumption before any agency or court shall bear the burden, by the 
preponderance of evidence, of proving the contrary. The Department of 
Revenue shall furnish to any institution applying for exemption a written 
determination of the Depamnent of Revenue's decision including specific 
information concerning how the applicant does or does not meet each of 
the criteria in section 5. Any organization asserting such a presumption 
shall be deemed to have waived any right to confidentiality and consented 
to release of any information supporting the exemption from the tax 
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imposed by Article I1 of the Taw Reform Code under section 204(10), and 
such information, along with the written determination of the Department 
ofRevenue's decision in support ofthat exemption, shall be public record 
which the Department of Revenue shall furnish to any person upon 
request. Any person challenging such presumption may request from the 
institution all relevant financial statements, records and documents used 
to obtain the exemption under section 204(10) of the Tax Reform Code. 
Failure by the institution to supply, or at its option, to permit inspection 
of such information in its possession within 30 days shall remove the 
presumption with respect to that challenge. 

Amend Sec. 9, page 24, line 16, by removing the period after 
"inspection." and inserting 

to the extent that the information is available for public 
inspection under section 6104 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986. 

Amend Sec. 10, page 25, lines 17 through 30; page 26, lines 1 through 
18, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 11, page 26, lines 19 through 30, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
Section 10. Exemption for Federal Government instrumentality. 

It is the intent ofthe General Assembly to affirm that all real property 
owned by any corporation established by an act of the Congress of the 

HR 63, PN 526 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Concurrent Resolution memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to address the pragmatic and budgetary shortfalls that have 
plagued the Nuclear Waste Program. 

RULES. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 162, PN 1067 (Amended) By Rep. STAIRS 

An Act amending Titles 24 (Education) and 71 (State Government) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, extending the period of 
eligibility for special early retirement. 

EDUCATION. 

United States, that is required to submit annual reports of its activities to 
Congress containing itemized accounts of all receipts and ex~enditures 1 
afterbeing fully audited by the Department of ~efense,  for p"rposes of 
the Constitution of Pennsylvania and the laws of this Commonwealth 
relating to the assessment and taxation of real estate, is properly of a 
Federal Government instrumentality and thus exempt from all State and 
local taxation. 

Amend Sec. 12, page 27, line 1, by striking out "12" and inserting 
11 

Amend Sec. 13, page 27, line 7. by striking out "13" and inserting 
12 

Amend Sec. 14, page 27, line 10, by striking out "14" and inserting 
13 

On the question, 
Will the House a g e e  to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Boyes. 

The House will be at ease for 1 minute. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Perzel, calls an immediate meeting of the Rules Committee at 
the majority leader's desk. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 58, PN 522 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Concurrent Resolution directing the Pennsylvania Public Utility 
Commission to investigate placing Nuclear Waste Fund payments into an 
escrow account to protect the ratepayer investment. 

RULES. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that the following bills 
be removed from the table and placed on the active calendar: 

HB 162; 
HB 87; 
HB 114; 
HB 658; 
HB 916; 
HB 798; and 
HB 71 1. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that the following bills 
be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations: 

HB 162; 
HB 87; 
HB 114; 
HB 658; 
HB 916; 
HB 798; and 
HB 711. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion ? 
Motion was agreed to. 
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CONSIDERATION OF HB 55 CONTINUED The amendment provides an incentive for institutions to make 
voluntaw Davments to local sovernments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Erie County, Mr. Boyes. 

Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, this amendment caps 21 months of work by 

the House Fiance Committee on the Institutions of Purely Public 
Charity Act. 

The Fiance Committee held six public hearings, and in 
addition, held several meetings at which amendments were taken, 
reprinting the bill at each step of the process so that everyone - 
and I stress, everyone - could see what steps had been taken along 
the way. 

Finally, we have just this past week concluded discussion with 
the not-for-profit organizations and major local government 
associations that allow us to move forward in the process. 

I want to thank the following organizations for their 
cooperation, and I appreciated their participation in the discussion. 

I want to thank the County  omm missioners Association of 
Pennsylvania, the Pennsylvania Association of Township 
Supervisors, townships of the second class and townships of the 
fmt class, and the Pennsylvania State Boroughs Association. 

I also want to thank the many nonprofits that were represented 
in the nonprofit charities association that worked long and hard in 
this tedious process of producing HB 55. 

As the chairman of the House Finance Committee, I also wish 
to acknowledge and send a great degree of gratitude and 
appreciation to the bipartisan task force that worked on this issue, 
that held the six public hearings and that sat through numerous 
meetings. 

I also want to thank and acknowledge my counterpart, 
Representative Fred Trello, for his help and assistance in this very 
difficult task, dealing with this very difficult issue. I want to 
acknowledge his staff, his chief of staff for the House Finance 
Committee on the Democratic side, Bob Kassoway. 

And last, I want to acknowledge the help that I received by my 
chief of staff and the executive director of the House Finance 
Committee for the majority, Mark Ryan, for his many hours 
that he spent in meeting with the groups along with 
Representative Trello and myself. 

At this time, Madam Speaker, I would like now to defer to 
Representative Saylor, who will describe the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Saylor, from York County. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Madam Speaker, thank you. 
Tbis amendment is a comprehensive amendment that contains 

compromise language that has been agreed to by the not-for-profit 
institutions and the major local government associations. 

The main points of this amendment are as follows: 
Number one, various language is cleaned up to clarify the 

intent. It eliminates open-ended references and makes other 
technical changes to the bill to make absolutely sure that certain 
types of organizations do not qualify for exemption. 

Secondly, the attorney fees section is totally eliminated. 
Number three, the catchall under the community service 

standard that allowed an institution to prove by other means its 
qualification for exemption if it did not meet one of the seven 
stated tests is eliminated. 

. .  - - 
Number five, the amendment clarifies that an institution may 

not devote a substantial portion of its activities to lobbying. 
Number six, it clarifies that the bill does not limit or prevent 

local taxing jurisdictions from making challenges based on the use 
of the property. 

And seventh and fmally, it requires the Department of Revenue 
to provide information on tax-exempt decisions so that local 
governments may more effectively contest the rebuttal of 
presumption. 

Thank YOU. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Trello. 

Mr. TRELLO. Madam Speaker, I rise to support the 
amendment. 

What this amendment does is it eliminates all the fears that local 
government had dealing with the nonprofits, and they are all on 
board, simply because the Finance Committee from both sides of 
the aisle and staff went above and beyond the call of duty to listen 
to all of their problems and ensure the local governments the 
simple fact, they have no need to be concerned about this piece of 
legislation as it affects them. 

I urge a positive vote by all the members. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Williams. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I guess "agreed-to" is a matter of perspective. This "agreed-to" 

conversation or this "agreed-to" amendment, I guess, rests in the 
eyes of the beholder. This is not an agreed-to amendment. It just 
is, there are people who agree to it. 

We from the city of Philadelphia understand that we are a city 
that is replete and rich with many, many fme nonprofits and many 
strong charitable institutions - hospitals, places of learning, 
Boy Scouts, Girl Scouts, libraries, and a variety of other things - 
and we are certainly supportive of those institutions. But 
Philadelphia has shuck a fragile - and I want to underscore 
"fragile" - like in many of your areas, fragile relationship with 
those institutions based upon the property tax. 

The consequence to this amendment is swift, it is direct, and it 
is seen in New Jersey. A Governor who was elected in the State of 
New Jersey not more than 5 years ago sat there and said, we will 
cut your taxes, and do not wony about what is going to happen in 
your school districts, do not wony what is going to happen to your 
local property taxes. But today, literally today, you have rebellion 
in the local municipalities and townships which are burdened with 
property taxes. 

It is simple mathematics. One and one equals two. One minus 
one is zero. When you take away something, you have to replace 
it with something. And while many of us across this 
Commonwealth have agreed-to relationships with many of our 
charitable institutions, they are just that - they are compromises; 
they are fragile agreements that stand on some understanding of 
the law. 

And the best efforts, unfortunately, son of excluded 
Representative Manderino, the best effons sort of excluded 
Representative Buxton, the best efforts sort of excluded 
Representative Sam Smith. I would suggest to you that they do not 
agree to this amendment; I would suggest to you that the entire 



. . 
gentleman's concern. 

Mr. YEWCIC. My concern is, how does this amendment 
tiaten the language in the bill to address my problem? Johnstown 
is a distressed city. There is an $800,000 agreement between the 
hospitals, the city, and the county, and I am concerned about that 
this amendment is not tight enough to protect the taxpayers in 
Cambria County. 

Mr. BOYES. The gentleman, in answer to his inquiry, his 
question is not directed to the amendment. Really, his question is 
directed to existing law now, existing statute, in the form of the 
County Assessment Law, and the use has always been the 
determiner of whether a person is exempt under the property tax 
provisions, and it does not change with our bill or with the 
amendment. 

Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
That concludes my interrogation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 

from Philadelphia, Representative Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Madam Speaker, I want to address briefly 

the point that was just raised by the prior speaker vis-a-vis his 
concern about what is happening in Johnstown, because I had the 
same concern about what is happening in Philadelphia with 
voluntary payments from the larger nonprofits. And wanting to be 
supportive of my smaller nonprofits but also wanting to be 
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Philadelphia delegation, at least on the Democratic side, does not 
agree to this; and I would suggest to you that many of those 
institutions, those large institutions in the city of Philadelphia, 
understand the consequences of this particular legislation. 

So while many of you might agree to this, it is certain that many 
people who also have an opinion in this process do not agree to 
this, and we cannot be supportive of this measure today. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro ternpore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Cambria County, Mr. Yewcic. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I am not sure who to ask, but who would be proper to ask for 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. I am sorry. Would you like to 

repeat that. Who are you asking? 
Mr. YEWCIC. Representative Boyes for interrogation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
In the city of Johnstown, several of the hospitals, over the 

course of years, have been buying entire neighborhoods and 
putting ofices in those homes, and'they are now tax-exempt, and 
that has created a situation in Johnstown and in Cambria County 
where an agreement has been made between the hospitals, the city 
government, and of course, the county government. 

Under this amendment, what would happen to that agreement 
that the hospitals agree to pay a fee because of the tax property that 
is no longer on the tax rolls? Would this amendment solve that 
problem, that hospitals will keep paying their fee, or will that 
property that they bought go under taxation for property tax? 

Mr. BOYES. Madam Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his 
inquiry. 

His question is better directed toward the bill itself, because the 
amendment ti$tens the language in the bill, so it is better to have 
the language that is offered in the amendment, if that is the 

Adoloh 
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supportive of the very desperate need of my city - and not only 
Philadelphia but cities like Johnstown ,- I had prepared an 
amendment which I would have liked to have offered. 

And I guess to the extent that I can say, how does the current 
amendment we are considering address the concern that 
Representative Yewcic has, I would like to say that it addresses it 
in this way. If the Boyes amendment passes, then it makes moot, 
as best as I could determine, the amendment that I wanted to offer 
to address the voluntary payment in lieu of tax, and that is sad, 
because I do think, as Representative Williams said, that there 
were folks who were really trying to address that part of the issue 
that were left out of the loop of the agreement, and to that extent, 
I do not think it is an agreement among all the parties, and I do not 
believe that the Boyes amendment or the bill itself clearly 
addresses the concerns of municipalities such as Philadelphia, such 
as Harrisburg, such as Johnstown, who have concerns that their 
voluntary payments to their municipalities are not going to be 
harmed by this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Erie County, Mr. Boyes, for the second time. 

Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I quickly would just ask for an affumative vote on the 

amendment. 
This is an amendment that has taken a long time reaching with 

the major government associations and the local government 
organizations along with the charitable nonprofits. It is an 
amendment that does strengthen the bill, and it strenaghens the 
proposed statute. I ask for an affirmative vote. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-186 

~-~~~~~ 

Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Brome 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 

Donatucci 
Dmce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
GruiQa 
G ~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 

Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olas2 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Peuit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seraiini 
SeyfeR 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strinmaner 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Tmvaslio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
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Colafella Itkin heston Van Home 
Colaiuo Jadlowiec Raymond Veon 
Conti Jarolin Readshaw Vitali 
Come11 Kaiser Reber Walko 
Corpora Kenney Reinard Waugh 
Cowell Kirkland Rieger Williams, C 

cu;ly 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLllca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiOimlamo 

ButkoviQ 
Cam 
Cohen, M. 

Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

James 
Josephs 
Keller 

~ocerts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
ROSS 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

Lederer 
Manderino 
McGeehan 

Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Myers 
Williams, A. H. 
Youngblood 

NOT VOTING-1 

Thomas 

E X C U S E W  

Annstrong Corrigan Ramos Washinson 

The majority having voted in the affumative, the question was 
determined in the a f f i a t i v e  and the amendment was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. COY offered the following amendment No. A0386: 

Amend Sec. 4, page 6, line 1, by inserting after "trust" 
,501(c)(3) foundation directly related to the institution, 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman 60m Franklin County, Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I offer the amendment in terms of 

clarification, to simply make sure that institutionally related 
foundations, especially those foundations which are sponsored by 
the State System of Hieher Education and other universities. are 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No, he did not. We recognized 
you as the next speaker. 

Mr. BOYES. Okay. 
In terms of the gentleman's concern, all such entities are 

included within the current definition of "institution of purely 
public charity" as an "other organization," as part of the proposed 
statute, as long as they meet the criteria outlined in the legislation. 
Any organization that does not meet the criteria in the bill will not 
be included within the defmition. 

I believe the situation you describe is already addressed by the 
current language, and those organizations would be judged based 
on whether or not they met the criteria. Does that answer the- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Coy, 
seek to be recognized? 

Mr. COY. Yes, Madam Speaker, and will the gentleman stand 
for further interrogation? 

Mr. BOYES. The gentleman will, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. COY. So in the opinion of the sponsor of the bill, this 

language is already included, and therefore, the amendment is not 
necessary ? 

Mr. BOYES. That is the opinion of the sponsor and the opinion 
of staff that looked at this matter, because this was raised with us 
and we were concerned with the gentleman's concern. So in my 
opinion, it is covered by the legislation. 

Mr. COY. So, Madam Speaker, just one question further. 
Therefore, institutions of the State System of Higher Education 

whose foundations are operating under the legal definitions in the 
bill would be covered by the inclusion of this act. 

Mr. BOYES. If they meet the criteria. We have to go back again 
-if they meet the criteria. And nothing, in terms of- We do not 
change current law. If they do not meet the criteria, nothing can be 
deemed to be a public charity. In the opinion that they meet the 
criteria, the answer is yes. 

Mr. COY. Okay. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Mr. COY. Madam Speaker, on the amendment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. COY. Madam Speaker, I am satisfied with the gentleman's 

response, and I think it is clear, based on his response, that it is his 
intention that they do be included. However, they must meet the 
defmition. And based on that, I will withdraw the amendment and 
support the legislation. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

sL'....,."VV : 
be, too, and I think by including it in this legislation, it just further I 

- 
specifically covered by inclusion in this measure. I think they 
should be, and I t h i i  most members of the public, when 
make contributions to these types of foundations, t h i i  they should 

clarifies and specifically authorizes their inclusion in the m, zUG the following amendment No, A0408: 
legislation. 1 

the question recurring, 
Will the H~~~~ agree to the bill on third consideration as ,,,,,, , 

- 
I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Erie County, Mr. Boyes. 
Mr. BOYES. Did he ask to stand - I was distracted - for 

interrogation ? 

Amend Sec. 4, page 6 ,  line 2, by removing the period after "5" and 
inserting 
, including, but not limited to, the Boy Scouts of America the Girl Scouts 
of the United States of America, their affiliates and other similar 
organizations. 
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its activities? I 
~. 

Revenue Service. 
Mr. BOYES. Madam Speaker, and I also would like to mention 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Lebanon, Mr. Zug. 

Mr. ZUG. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Could I interrogate the chairman of the Fmance Committee and 

the sponsor ofthe bill, please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. ZUG. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts, which my amendment relates 

to - I am specifically involved in the Boy Scouts in my community 
- they both have a great deal of assets. Assets would include 
offices, stores where they sell Scout supplies, and certainly camps. 
Camps, for instance, could include a great deal of real estate. The 
two camps in my district - the Lancaster-Lebanon Council, 
now the Pennsylvania Dutch Council - exceed over 1,400 acres. 
Camp Mack has over 1,000 acres, and Camp Bashore has over 
400 acres. 

Most of the time the camps are used for Scouting. On occasion, 
the camps are rented to private organizations for their use. Rental 
proceeds are then used for Scouting activities, to promote Scouting 
for the boys and the youth. The same concept is used for Scout 
stores. Equipment is sold to Scouts, like merit badges and 
uniforms, and proceeds from the Scout stores are used to benefit 
Scouting. These activities today, as well as other activities in the 
Scouting movement, remain free from State and local taxes. 

Does HE3 55 continue to allow Scouting its tax-free status for all 

Representative Chadwick, who had brought the same issue to my 
'attention, so that as a matter of record, my answer would be to you 
and the members of the House and Representative Chadwick. 

The legislation before us pertains to which institutions will 
qualify for exemption as institutions of purely public charity. The 
legislation does not change - and the compromise language 
clarifies this -the requirement under the applicable assessment 
laws that property be used to advance the exempt purposes of the 
institution. 

Therefore, to answer your question, first, the lesislation does 
not change current law with regard to the determination of the 
exemption based on the use of property. Second, based on existing 
law, I believe that such property is used for exempt purposes if the 
entire revenue therefrom is devoted to the charitable purpose of the 
institution. As such, based on the example you outlined, the land 
would be exempt, but not as a result of this legislation; that would 
result from the existing assessment laws. 

Boy Scouts and the Girl Scouts would qualify for exempt status as 
the bill is currently written without the amendment, because of 
that, Madam Speaker, I see no need at this point to put the 
amendment in. I would like to withdraw the amendment. 

DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED 
FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. ZUG. And I would like to submit some material for the 
record, please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
His material will be submined for the record. 

Mr. ZUG submitted documents for the Legislative Journal. 

(For documents, see Appendix.) 

On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA offered the following amendment No. 
A0422: 

Amend Sec. 9, page 22, 11ne 21, by str~king out all of said line and 
inserting 
'986, including, ifa~~licable: 

(i) The institution's Internal Revenue tax 
Amend Sec. 9, page 22, by inserting between lines 23 and 24 

liil A revocation of tax-exernnt status bv the Internal 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Mr. ZUG. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Erie, Mr. Cappabianca. 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I believe this is an asreed-to amendment, but what it does is it 

adds to the section, section 9, of "Accountability and disclosure" 
two lines which simply state, when they file, the institution must 
now declare ifthey suffered a revocation of tax-exempt status by 
the IRS (Internal Revenue Service). That is all it does. They will 
disclose to the Commonwealth that they lost their IRS status. 

Mr. BOYES. Madam Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Erie, Mr. Boyes. 
Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
On the amendment, it is an agreed-to amendment. It is a 

I technical amendment. We believe that it will be good to have it 
included with the legislation, and we thank the gentleman for I submitting it. 

. 

May I speak to the amendment? On the question recurring, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. Will the House agree to the amendment? 
Mr. ZUG. Thank vou, Madam Speaker. . - 
Keeping in mind the honorable chairman's words and support 

that the Boy Scouts and the Girl Scouts and similar organizations 
remain tax-free, and also, in the fiscal note Chairman Barley 
indicates that the Department of Revenue analysis says the 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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YEAS-197 I On the auestion recumin.. 

Adolph Druce Maitland Schroder 
Allen Eachus Mqior Schuler 
Argall Egolf Manderino Scrimenti 
Baker Evans Markosek Semmel 
Bard Fairchild Marsico Serafini 

Will thd House a g e e  the bill ,on third consideration as 
amended? 

Mr. PESCI offered the following amendment No. A0416: 

Barley Fargo Masland Seyfett 
Ban;u Feese Mayemik, Shaner 
Banjsto Fichter McCall Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Fleagle McGeehan Smith. S. H. 
Belardi Flick McGill Snyder, D. W. 
Eelfanti Gannon McIlhanan Staback 
Benninghoff Gcist McNaughton Staia 
Birmelin George Melio Steelman 
Bishop Gigliotti Michlovic Steil 
Blaum Gladeck Miconie Stem 
Boscola Godshall Mihalich Stetler 
Boyes Gordner Miller Stevenson 
Brown Gruitza Mundy ShiUrnatter 
Browne mPP0 Myers Studa 
Bunt Habay Nailor Surra 
Butkovitz Haluska Nickol Tangrefti 
Buxton Hanna O'Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Caltagimne Harhart Olasz Taylor, I. 
Cappabianca Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Cam Hennessey One Tigue 
Camne Herman Penel Travaglio 
Casorio Hershey Pesci Trello 
Cawley Hess Petrarca Trich 
Chadwick Honey Petrone True 
Civera Hutchinson Pettit Tulli 
Clark Itkin Phillips Vance 
Clymer Jadlowiec P~PPY Van Home 
Cohen, L. 1. Jaines Pistella Veon 
Cohen, M. Jarolin Platts Vitali 
Colafella Josephs Raymond Walko 
Colaizzo Kaiser Readshaw Waugh 
Conti Keller Reber Williams, A. H. 

Kenney Williams, C. Cornell Reinard 
Corpora Kirkland Rieger Wilt 
Cowell Krebs Roberts Wopan 
COY LaGmtta Robinson Wojnaroski 

Laughlin Roebuck Curry Wright, M. N. 
Daley Lawless Rohrer Yewcic 
Dally Lederer Rooney Youngblood 
DeLuca Leh Ross Zimmerman 
Dempsey Lescovitz Rubley Zug 
Dent Levdansky Sainato 
Dermody Lloyd Santoni Ryan, 
DeWeese Lucyk Sather Speaker 
DiGirolamo Lynch Saylor 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING-2 

Donatucci Preston 

E X C U S E D 4  

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washington 

ne majority having voted in the the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by striking out "and" 
Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 

'kompetition" and inserting 
; and limiting the real property taxing authority of 
political subdivisions. 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 30 
Section 12. Limitation on taxing authority of political subdivisions. 

One year following the approval ofthe electorate of the constitutional 
amendment providing for a homestead exemption, any provision of any 
law which authorizes political subdivisions to levy a tax on real property 
shall be suspended if the General Assembly has not enacted legislation 
which implements the homestead exemption by authorizing additional 
taxing powers on income to make up for the lost revenues resulting from 
the homestead exemption. 

Amend Sec. 12, page 27, line 1, by striking out ''12" and inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 27, line 7, by striking out "13" and inserting 
14 

Amend Sec. 14, page27, line 10, by striking out "14" and inserting 
15 

On the question, 
Will the House a g e e  to the amendment ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from A n s t r o n g  County, Mr. Pesci. 

Mr. PESCI. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
What this amendment does is it suspends all property taxes 

1 year following the approval of the homestead exemption 
constitutional amendment if - "if," I say - the General Assembly 
has not enacted legislation to implement the exemption. 

Madam Speaker, with the nature of what we have been dealing 
with in this chamber for the past couple weeks, maybe I would be 
more sure of success with this amendment if I were to ask you to 
designate this week "Tax Reform Week." 

But seriously, there is n o  question that the taxpayers of 
Pennsylvania are starving for complete reform of the local system. 
We are approaching the new millennium with a taxation rooted in 
the old one. To the credit o f  everyone here last November, this 
chamber took a bold step to vote to rescue our citizens from the 
property tax of the Dark Ages. 

And unfortunately, we are hampered by members of the 
chamber across the hall who are more comfortable with tax 
rhetoric than reform, and our Governor has been more concerned 
of late with Michelangelo than the millage rates. 

Let us show the people that we in the House are just as 
commined now as we were then to comprehensive tax reform. 

My amendment is similar to the action we  passed unanimously 
last fall. It would eliminate all property taxes 1 year after the 
approval, if given, of the homestead exemption in November's 
ball0t question. 

The legislative and executive branches would use that year to 
enact passage of comprehensive local tax reform and have it in 
place the instant the old system passes into history. 
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Madam Speaker, you have forged a close relationship here on 

the floor with the energetic member of my caucus from Delaware, 
that hardly a day goes by without you two engaging in lively 
debate and your affinity for this is too obvious to be concealed. 

Well, Madam Speaker, I will hope I have the support of my 
Republican and Democratic colleagues with this amendment 
today, because just as the gentleman from Delaware is persistent 
on his issues, I promise this chamber to become just as persistent 
and endearing about local tax reform. 

Madam Speaker, the people are demanding to know when we 
will take action on bold and comprehensive tax reform. Let us give 
them a positive response, and let us do it today. Please vote for my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Erie County, Mr. Boyes. 

Mr. BOYES. Madam Speaker, I would like to yield to 
Representative Trello. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Trello, from Allegheny County. 

Mr. TRELLO. Madam Speaker, I certainly want to conptulate 
the gentleman for his efforts on tax reform. As the Democratic 
chairman of the Fiance Committee, I know how long and hard he 
has worked on true and meaningful tax reform, and his 
amendment, with no doubt, would be the first step to meaningful 
tax reform. As a matter of fact, this General Assembly, this body, 
took action several weeks ago and voted unanimously to adopt the 
homestead provision, which, in my opinion and the opinion of 
many, is the first step towards meaningful tax reform. 

However, as important as that amendment is, the bill dealing 
with the nonprofits is also something that many, many 
organizations - the Catholic Conference, the Jewish Coalition, 
our hospitals, our universities, the Girl Scouts, the Boy Scouts, the 
Red Cross, the Salvation Amy,  and the list goes on and on and on 
-that we must do something immediately to satisfy those needs. 

I can promise the gentleman, as the Democratic chair of the 
House Finance Committee, if he were to draft this amendment in 
bill form, there is no doubt in my mind that all the members from 
both sides of the aisle will be ready, willing, and able to report it 
out immediately. 

Now I am going to refer to my countelpart, Representative 
Boyes, who probably would l i e  to make a motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Boyes, from Erie County. 

Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
On the amendment, Representative Pesci, I would like to 

acknowledge, is amember of the bipartisan task force of the House 
Finance Committee to deal with tax reform; that Representative 
Trello and I have both had the pleasure to have him as a member 
of that task force and we know we are going to deal with that 
issue. We know that in the Republican Caucus that we are going 
to take up the issue, starting to review all the plans - all the plans 
-on April 8, to look at those plans on tax reform. We are going to 
take the information back to the task force, and that is both sides. 
We have reached out and we have asked Representative Dermody 
and Representative Lloyd and Representative Pesci and others to 
submit their proposals to our task force so that we can take them 
up and we can also take them up in our caucus. 
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GERMANENESS QUESTIONED 

Mr. BOYES. Now, having said that, to tell you what 
Representative Trello said, that we are serious about dealing with 
the other components that concern the gentleman, and rightfully 
so, I at this time would move that the amendment is not germane 
to the legislation, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Germaneness is decided by the 
House under rule 27. The question has been raised of 
germaneness. This is a debatable issue. 

On the question, 
Will the House sustain the germaneness of the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Armstrong County, Mr. Pesci. 

Mr. PESCI. Madam Speaker, you know, I danced long enough 
with tax reform with both sides of this aisle. I think what we are 
doing today is almost of the same nature for what is already in 
Mr. Boyes' amendment. I think that we are also doing the same for 
nonprofits -that we are asking, that we have already put out the 
homestead exemption act, A; B is, enabling legislation, in order for 
that to work, has to be brought to the chamber. We are sending a 
signal. 

I think that this is germane to the bill itself, and I would hope 
that you would vote for the germaneness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the issue of germaneness, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Erie County, Mr. Boyes. 

Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
This is not a local tax reform bill. It deals with the definition of 

a constitutional term. It could be appropriately placed in another 
vehicle, not this one. We have debated a similar amendment in the 
past and have accepted it. We will likely debate it in the future, 
and at that time the House should vote on the merits of the 
proposal. This is not the place for such an amendment, and I would 
recommend that it not be found to be germane. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Fayene County, Mr. Roberts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, HB 55 deals with tax exemptions and it deals 

with the raising of revenue and it does deal with taxes. The 
amendment offered by Mr. Pesci in fact deals with the exact same 
thing. 

We are addressing a bill today that has to do with tax 
exemptions for nonprofits, and we are dealing with an issue that 
has been up before us for the last couple of years, when the issue 
of local taw reform has been before us for over 20 years, and on the 
issue of germaneness, Madam Speaker, I say that since we are 
dealing with a tax issue and we are dealing with an issue that 
affects all the taxpayers of this State, I say it is a germane issue. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the germaneness of the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Y E A S 8 6  I Mr. DERMODY offered the following amendment No. A0420: 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Cowell 
COY 
Ddey 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
Donmcci 
Eachus 
Evans 

Adolph 
Alien 
@all 
Baker 
Bad 
Barley 
Balm 
Bebko-Jones 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappabianca 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 

Fargo 
George 
Giglioni 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Hennessey 
Horsey 
ltkin 
lames 
Jarolin 
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Dmce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleele 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
WPPO 
Habay 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
ladlowiec 
Kenney 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 

Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Myen 
Oliver 
Pesci 
P e m a  
Pemne 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 

Masland 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasl 
Orie 
Perzel 
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Plans 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schuler 

Roebuck 
Sainato 
Schroder 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Shlrla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walk0 
Williams, A. H. 
Wojnamski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith. B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stain 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Strimnatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Trello 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Waugh 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Armstrong Corrigan Ramos Washingon 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
declared not germane. 

On the question recui-ring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by striking out "and" 
Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 

"competition" and inserting 
; and making repeals. 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 30 
Section 12. Tax Prohibition. 

School districts shall not levy real property tax for any purpose, nor 
shall any city of the first class levy real property tax for school purposes. 

Amend Sec. 12, page 27, line 1, by striking out "12" and inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 12, page 27, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
(a) Limited repeal.-Section 507 and Article VI of the act of 

March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14). known as the Public School Code of 
1949, are repealed insofar as they relate to the levying of taxes on real 
property. 
Amend Sec. 12, page 27. line 2, by inserting before "All" 

(b) Inconsistent.- 
Amend Sec. 13, page 27, line 7, by striking out "13" and inserting 

l A  . . 
Amend Sec. 14, page 27, line 10, by striking out ''14" and inserting 

15 
Amend Sec. 14, page 27, lines l l  and 12. by striking out all of said 

lines and inserting 
This act shall take effect as follows: 

(I)  This section shall take effect immediately. 
(2) The following provisions shall take effect June 30. 1998: 

(i) Section 12. 
(ii) Section 13(a). 

(3) The remainder of this act shall take effect January I next 
following the date of final enactment. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Dermody. 

Mr. DERMODY. Madam Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Dermody, 

may proceed. 
Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
On the basis of the last vote, Madam Speaker, I will withdraw 

my amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH offered the following amendment No. 
A0401: 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, lines 2 through 4. by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 
Section 12. Compensation to political subdivisions. 
Section 13. Repeals. 
Section 14. Applicability. 
Section 15. Effective date. 
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Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 30 I One of the concerns that I have raised is relative to the cost that 

Section 12. Compensation to political subdivisions. I this could iniect upon, inflict uoon, the ,local governments - 

(b) Required payment.-~n Lcordance with subsection (d); the ( ?funded mandates? an issue that I have always been pretty 
Commonwealth shall make ComDensatorv Davments if an institution senslnve to. It a something that several vears ago I had attemoted 

(a) Intent.-The General Assembly recognizes that political 
subdivisions provide governmental services to both for-profit and 
nonprofit organizations. It is the intent of the General Assembly that 
political subdivisions shall be held financially harmless by the enactment 
of this act, and that this act shall not result in the imposition of any 
additional unfunded cosfs on any political subdivision. 

- 
whether it be school districts, townships, boroughs, 
whatever - and consequently, this amendment that I have 
would basically provide for elimination of that unfunded mandate 
by saying that if there are new organizations that come in and 
qualify as tax exempt, that the Commonwealth will pick up the tab. 

- - ~  ~~~ ~- ~~~~~~ ~~~ , . .  
owning real property first attains tax-exempt status rn an institution of 
purely public charity after the effective date of this act. 

(c) Recipient of payments.-The payments shall be made to and for the 
benefit of each political subdivision to which taxes otherwise would be 
owing on the property if the property were not exempt from tax. 

(d) Computation of payments.-Compensatory payments shall be paid 
annually subject to the following limitations: 

(1) With respect to an organization that first attains 
status as an institution of purely public charity after the effective date 
of this act, the payment shall be equal to the property tax liability of 
the institution if the institution were otherwise taxable by a political 
subdivision. This subsection shall apply only to that portion of the 
institution's properry that has been determined to be exempt from real 
property taxation based on its use by an institution of purely public 
.L.2&. 

liability of the institution attributable to the improvement or 
newly-purchased property, as if the improvement or newly-acquired 
property were othenvise taxable by the political subdivision. This 
subsection shall apply only to improvements or newly-acquired 
property which are exempt from real property taxation based on their 
use by an institution of purely public charity. 
Amend Sec. 12, page 27, line 1, by striking out "12" and insening . . 

- .. 
to deal with legislatively in a broader sense. Overthe years, it is an 
issue that comes and goes a little bit in this body, and I think all of 
us are more sensitive to it ina  general sense. I would certainly urge 
the legislame to the himpact this will have 
on your local property tax owners if in fact this legislation does 
create a whole new category of  nonprofitable tax-exempt 
properties. In that vein, I think this amendment would seek to 
protect those local taxpayers from a potential increase in real estate 
taxes to compensate for that unfunded mandate that I believe this 
bill represents. 

With that, I would certainly urge the members to support this 
amen&,,ent, 

~ h ,  SPEA~ER pro tempore, On the the Chair 
Lnmry. 

(2) With respect to any improvement initiated and any real 
property acqu~red by an institution of purely public chanty after the 
effective date of this act. the payment shall be equal to the property tax 

13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 27. line 7, by striking out "13" and inserting 
14 

Amend Sec. 14, page 27, line 10. by striking out "14" and inserting 
15 

recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Tigue, from Luzeme County. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam I stand to Oppose the Smith amendment for a 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Jefferson County, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, as this bill was being considered over the last 

couple of years, many of us have had different views and concerns 
raised with it, but most of us, I think, in this legislative body 
wanted to provide for an ultimate piece of legislation that would 
settle the question of what is tax-exempt real estate, what is a 
purely public charity, and I think we wanted to do it in the context 
of providing for those institutions that we have all historically 
viewed as tax exempt and purely public charities. 

As we try to draw that l i e ,  as we try to do that in the course of 
drafting an actual bill, where it becomes very difficult to resolve, 
in my opinion, is just how you more or less grandfather in all of 
those charities that we have commonly thought of as nonprofit 
tax-exempt properties and exclude other entities from coming in 
under the new context of this law. 

couple of reasons. The fist  reason is, it would once again throw us 
back to a system which would be a patchwork system. For 
instance, if someone were to open up a school of veterinary 
medicine or a medical school after the effective date - if this 
amendment would go in - after the effective date of this act, they 
would be paying property taxes where an institution which is 
similar or even if it is exactly the same would be tax exempt. The 
other problem is that we have a situation where perhaps &ere are 
nonprofits and we do not know what is going to happen in the 
social service providers' world where there may be 
reorganizations, reincorporations, et cetera. They probably would 
run into a problem under this. 

If we are going to have a tax-exempt system, it should not be 
based on what the name of your organization is, who sponsors it, 
or who you are. It should be based on what you do, and if you 
meet the criteria as everyone else is required to, you should be tax 
exempt. We should not get into dividing between tax-exempt 
status and non-tax-exempt status because of the effective date of 
an act. 

So I would ask that you defeat this amendment. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh County, Mr. Browne. 

Mr. BROWNE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
With all due respect to my colleague, I rise in opposition to the 

Smith amendment. 
The main thing we are doing today is defining a constitutional 

provision. In the Constitution it says that the General Assembly 
should act in defining what a purely public charity is, and the 
reason why there is so much confrontation and so much confusion 
on this issue is because we have not acted. We have not done 
anything to give our local governments or our local charities 
guidance on which to deal with this issue. 
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Now, the intent of this bill is to go forward and define what this 

constitutional test is, and when we do that, we set a line where, 
based on five tests, who is tax exempt and who is not. Now, given 
that, after we defme those tests, it does not make sense. It is 
actually, I t h i i  not good policy to go back and to fund out of our 
General Fund lost revenue for entities that should not be taxed in 
the first place. We are setting a constitutional standard, and the 
intent of the bill is to define what purely public charities are, and 
it is our mandate to do that. 

In addition, just think of the precedent we could be setting by 
doing this. We always have parties on either side of an issue. It 
always happens. Some do not make out the way they think they 
should even though we believe it is the right policy for our State. 
What happens in another case where a party thinks they are 
aggieved? Do we have to go out of our General Fund and pay for 
those problems as well? Just think of the precedent we could be 
setting by this. 

I think that it is our obligation under our Constitution to set this 
mandate. We have to remember there are five tests involved here, 
not just a community service test. All the debate has gone over 
what the community service test is. We have to make sure we 
protect instihltions that are small, do not have a significant amount 
of money, but are w ing  their best to meet the community service 
standards. If we have an institution with a little extra money, they 
still, under these five tests, have to reinvest that money into their 
charitable purpose. In other words, they cannot have a profit 
motive. So this bill is not going to expand the number of 
institutions we have in this State, because we have to look at it in 
terns ofthe five separate tests that the courts have put together and 
it is our mandate to define in legislation. 

For that reason I think we as a body should vote down the 
Smith amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from York County, Mr. Saylor. 

Mr. SAYLOR Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
One of the problems I also have with this and I agree with 

Representative Smith on is that I am also against mandates. But as 
Representative Browne referred to earlier, this amendment creates 
a huge problem in financial problems for the Commonwealth of 
Pe~sylvania in the fact that today, as churches grow and expand 
and build new buildings, this would now require the 
Commonwealth to reimburse municipalities for those exempt 
properties, which would thereby create a huge hole, I believe, in 
the Commonwealth's budget. There is no inference in this 
amendment that explains how the Commonwealth will pay or 
where it will take the funds to reimburse these municipalities. 

As a former chief assessor of York County, I believe that as the 
bill now stands in this House and amended, it clearly defines better 
than ever for chief assessors and for counties and local 
governments how charities and nonprofits can arrive and go 
through the process as well as local governments. This amendment 
just simply complicates and is an extravagance that this 
Commonwealth cannot afford. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Montgomery County, Representative Bard. 

Ms. BARD. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The intent of this amendment is to provide a safety net should 

the effects of the legislation jeopardize taxpayers. My school 
district, for example, estimates that this legislation will cost the 
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district up to $1 million in lost revenues and require a 
corresponding tax increase. Unfortunately, no detailed information 
has been forthcoming from the school district, and on the other 
side of the issue, YMCA's, hospitals, colleges, and small 
businesses are in favor of the bill. The commitment of the chair of 
the Finance Committee to follow up on this issue with my 
school district is most generous and greatly appreciated. 

For the purposes of this discussion, however, it is important to 
note that the stated intent of HB 55 is to embody the principles of 
applicable court cases, and it has clearly been stated that it is not 
the intent of this legislation to measurably expand or contract the 
standards currently used to determine the exempt status of an 
organization. 

Thus, if HB 55 is correctly drafted, this hold-harmless 
amendment should accomplish its purpose of providing a security 
blanket to give comfort to those who would otherwise vehemently 
oppose this legislation. On the other hand, if the legislation is not 
drafted appropriately to realize its intended purposes, this 
amendment will spur further consideration in the Senate to make 
certain that HB 55 does not inadvertently become an unfunded 
mandate which excessively burdens local taxpayers. 

I urge your support for the Smith amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. Smith, rise for a brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
It has been implied that there will be a cost to the institutions 

that are now ruled purely public charities in the future. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman cease just a 

moment until he is able to hear what you are saying. 
Mr. S. H. SMITH. Go ahead. 
Mr. STURLA. Madam Speaker, it was implied by one of the 

people who spoke before that if your amendment passes, it will 
cost institutions in the future that become purely public charities 
taxes. That is not the way I read the amendment. Is that the way 
you read the amendment? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. No. That is not at all what it is intended to 
do. 

I think that the previous speaker, the lady from Montgomery 
County, actually hit the nail right on the head. The purpose of the 
amendment is to ensure that the tax-exempt organizations out there 
will remain tax exempt but that any new organizations that come 
along, we would not pass that cost off to our local governments. 
So it would not change who is tax exempt or not; it just changes 
the financial aspects of it. 

Mr. STURLA. It also was implied by some other speakers that 
this would cost the State a great amount of money, and 1 am 
assuming that if it is going to cost the State a great amount of 
money, it would have cost the local municipalities a great amount 
of money. But what would the effect of local tax reform have on 
your amendment? Once local tax reform gets in place and we 
eliminate most ofthe local taxes, what kind of impact would that 
have on your amendment? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Well, I think that ifwe were successful in the 
next year or so of implementing, you know, a good local tax 
reform amendment, that it would certainly reduce the liability to 
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the Commonwealth over the long haul. Certainly there is an 
incentive on our part brought in by this amendment. However, that 
was not my primary purpose for doing such. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you. That was my understanding of the 
way this would work. 

Two fmal points. The institutions that we would now be paying 
these taxes for to local municipalities, in your experience, do most 
of those institutions just serve the community in which they are 
located or do they sewe a broader community that does not have 
to bear that burden of having that nontaxable property in their 
district? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Well, clearly, even in my district where we 
have small communities and very rural townships that surround 
those small communities, the tax-exempt organizations tend to be 
in the small boroughs, and to that degree, I would suggest that they 
serve the entire region, you know, perhaps an entire school district 
area or an entire county region. As a rule, I would not say that is 
exclusive, but generally speaking, 1 would say they sewe a broader 
area other than the singular municipality in which they are located. 

Mr. STURLA. So then your amendment would help spread that 
burden over that region that is sewed by that tax exempt and not 
have just one small group of  taxpayers foot that burden. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Yes, it would have that effect. 
Mr. STURLA. Then one final point. If this does not pass as an 

amendment, would you agree that the effect of this bill would be 
a result in higher local property taxes? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. That is the reason that I introduced the 
amendment, because of my concern that it would result in higher 
local real estate taxes upon the existing taxable base or what would 
be the newly formed taxable base. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you. 
If 1 could comment on the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you. 
On this amendment, it is pretty clear from the remarks of 

Representative Smith that without this amendment, we will he 
increasing taxes, local property taxes, on people throughout the 
Commonwealth with the passage of this legislation. With the 
Smith amendment, we can eliminate a good portion of that burden 
that would be placed on local taxpayers. 

1 wholeheartedly support the Smith amendment and would urge 
other members of the House to do the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Trello. 

Mr. TRELLO. Madam Speaker, I can appreciate the concern of 
the gentleman from Punxsutawney on his concern for local 
government and the problems they might have, but there is nothing 
in this bill that would prevent an agreement of services, goods, or 
monetary value to be made with these new organizations. As a 
matter of fact, one of the speakers indicated it might create a 
two-tiered system where one facility might be tax exempt and the 
other might not. Well, we are all familiar with two-tiered systems 
here on the floor of the House. As a matter of fact, there is one that 
affects every one of us here, and if you think about it, you will 
know that I am right. 

For that reason I would like to oppose the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman fro; Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
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Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I think Mr. Sturla's cross-examination of Mr. Smith gave us a 

very clear sense of what this amendment does and why this 
amendment is important. This amendment will achieve the 
purposes ofjustice for both nonprofit organizations who do not 
want to pay taxes and for local governments who urgently need the 
money. It will spread out the burden over a statewide basis instead 
ofjust the local narrow basis. 

1 believe this amendment is a good compromise. Fred Trello 
indicates he does not agree with me, but I believe that for those 
areas that are heavily hit by having a large concentration of 
nonprofit organizations, who &uld lose a lot of money if this 
passes, if HB 55 passes, this amendment is a very, very fair, very, 
very reasonable compromise, and we are in great shape financially 
in Pennsylvania. We are operating with a huge potential surplus. 
The State surplus this year is likely to be well over $500 million. 
The State surplus next year, unless we dramatically cut taxes, 
should be well over $500 million. We have the money to 
reimburse these local governments for the losses they will be 
takiing as a result of our attempting to meet the needs of nonprofit 
organizations throughout the State. 

So I therefore support the Smith amendment and urge others to 
do likewise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
We have finally arrived at the point during the afternoon's 

debate where we have an agreed-to amendment. This is indeed an 
agreed-to amendment. This gentleman actually did the work of 
getting municipalities such as Philadelphia, by the way, and small 
counties to understand that both may be hardpressed by the 
removal. While understanding the needs of the charities and 
helping them, he has also recognized the plight of those people 
who would also be most frustrated and impacted. 

So I commend the gentleman for an agreed-to amendment. We 
this afternoon, Madam Speaker, will support this amendment from 
our county and others. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Mr. Saylor, for the second time on 
the amendment. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Again, I think there is a misunderstanding as stated by the 

gentleman from Lancaster in that he makes it sound like we have 
all this money in the State to spend, but he forgets that constantly 
churches and Girl Scout groups and Red Crosses build new 
buildings. And if you vote for this amendment, you are saying that 
every time a new church is built because a church group has 
expanded and needs a larger church or when the Red Cross or the 
United Way needs a new building, that now the State will pay the 
taxes for those buildings, then you decide where you can come up 
with the money in the State budget to pay those taxes, because this 
bill does not say where that money will come from or how we are 
going to pay that bill. 

It is different if the gentleman was saying to us that this bill that 
we are talking about expands the exemption process and includes 
more charities, and as a former chief assessor of York County 
who has been to court on the exemptions many, many times in 
York County, I can tell you for a fact that this bill tightens the 
mles and regulations that charities and nonprofits have to follow. 
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This bill is a pro-govemment-business bill. This is supported 
by the NFIB (National Federation of Independent Business), 
this bill is supported by our local government groups, and this 
bill is supported by the nonprofits. If we amend this bill to put 
Mr. Smith's amendment into this, we have just created a huge gap 
-financial gap - in our budget and you have now agreed that the 
charities that come along and expand and grow will now get their 
taxes paid for unfairly because they are new or because the 
churches decided to expand their church and now that new portion 
will be coming under the Commonwealth's jurisdiction to pay in 
lien of taxes. 

Ifwe want to deal with in lieu of taxes, let us do that separately. 
Let us not do it just for certain charity groups from here on out. 
This bill does not expand the charities act. This bill tightens the 
charities act. Do not be deceived by the argument that it will. 
Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Luzeme County, Mr. Tigue, for the second time 
on the amendment. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, perhaps 1 was the one who may have 

misspoken and people have the wrong impression of what this 
does. 

Any organization that is tax exempt now, should they expand, 
you will not collect any compensatory money from the State 
because of a property tax loss. It is only for tax-exempt 
organizations after the act takes effect. So if there is a church that 
comes into Pennsylvania following the passage of this act, the 
State will have to pay money to a municipality. Those of you who 
have large amounts of property which are tax exempt now, this 
does not do anything for you. They are already tax exempt. 

What is going to happen is, the money your taxpayers pay to 
the State will then go to areas where there are new tax-exempt 
organizations. It does not help one bit if you have a school, a 
hospital, a social service provider in your area right now. No 
matter how much they expand, you are not going to get 
compensatory money because they will have already established 
themselves as a tax-exempt entity prior to the passage of this act. 
It is only for new organizations. So especially those of you in 
urban areas, if you think you are going to recoup some money 
f i ~ m  the State, in fact the opposite will happen. You have most of 
the tax-exempt organizations now. They can expand without any 
compensatory money whatsoever going to your municipality. So 
your taxpayers will be paying for new organizations who receive 
tax exemptions, and I would say that most of them are not in urban 
areas now that they are building. 

So I would ask that everyone take a look at this, and I do not 
think we want local taxpayers sending money to the State to pay 
new, only for new tax-exempt organizations. 

So I would ask that you defeat the Smith amendment. 
Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Juniata County, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
My concern and probably my support for Mr. Smith's 

amendment is from the fact that we are trying to craft legislation 
which would codify the court decisions and the five basic tests. As 
part of that codification, we have listed subcategories which an 

institution must meet, and our idea with this bill is to bring clarity 
to this realm of litigious contention and not to expand it. 

However, I do not know when the Supreme Court or any other 
court looks at these criteria whether they will expand it or whether 
they will not. It would be our intention that they would be 
tightened, but 1 do not believe we know that, and I do not believe 
we can rely on those assertions, because our judicial system may 
very well expand what a charitable tax-exempt organization is. 

In the event that our appellate courts expand that definition and 
include more instihltions to be defined as tax-exempt 
organizations, to that extent the Commonwealth will pay the loss 
to the local municipalities and in essence the Commonwealth will 
have paid for what the legislature felt it was doing but did not do 
because of our court system. And if that is the case and it becomes 
a fmancial burden on the Commonwealth, it would be incumbent 
upon the legislature to look at this bill again and look at the 
definitions and try to tighten them further so that we do not have 
a fmancial draii on the Commonwealth's budget. 

Therefore, I am going to support Representative Smith's 
amendment, because I do not know, when these criteria hit our 
judicial system, whether they will be tightened as we would like 
them to be or whether they will be expanded, and to the extent that 
they are expanded and we pay for them, then I think we need to 
look at this concept once again with further legislation. 

So for those reasons I am going to support Representative 
Smith's amendment today. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman, Mr. Smith, 
seeking recognition ? 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I certainly appreciate the comments and the debate that have 

been generated around this amendment. I think the key thing that 
I want to make just in conclusion is that the bottom line with this 
amendment, it is geared towards us at the State level taking 
responsibility for costs that we are going to potentially inflict on 
our local municipalities. 1 do not think anyone, by supporting this 
amendment, is saying that they do not think that charitable 
nonprofit organizations, whether it be defined by the court or by 
this bill, should not be allowed some tax-exempt status. I think the 
key is that those of us at the State level, when we pass that kind of 
legislation, that we are willing to stand up and take responsibility 
for the cost of that, and that is the basic premise from which I 
introduced this amendment; that is the premise from which I stand 
here and ask for your support of it. 

Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman, Representative Itkin, 
who asks that the name of Representative DeWEESE from 
Greene County be added to the leaves. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 55 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Erie County, Mr. Boyes. 

Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
We have heard a lot of argument on this amendment pro and 

con. I think it is very important we do keep in mind that the 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 
proposed statute that this amendment is attached to is going for 
purposes to keep in conformity with the hospital utilization project 
law of 1985. Everything that the task force dealt with and all the 
tough decisions the task force dealt with were geared to tightening 
and to make sure that we could come close to adhering to 'the 
intent of the appellate courts. There is no question that the previous 
speaker is right. We fully intended from day one- I announced 
at the first public hearing that this, whatever the finished product 
would be, would be subject to challenge by either side or all 
parties in the appellate court. But I also want to address myself to 
the amendment. 

This amendment is not an amendment that is acceptable. The 
fiscal note alone that was delivered to Representative Smith said, 
quote, "It is clear that the amendment will increase the cost of the 
bill to the Commonwealth. The amendment contains no provisions 

" for capping" - for capping the potential cost to the 
Commonwealth from the amendment." There is no capping 
language. "In addition, the amendment creates an incentive for 
political subdivisions to urge their institutions'to reorganize simply 
to qualify for the compensatory payments." 

If you want to cause a mass shift of liability to the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, then you support this 
amendment. If you want to keep on track of what we are trying to 
do with the proposed public charities legislation statute, then you 
vote in the negative. I ask for a negative vote on the Smith 
amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bard 
Blaum 
Butkovitz 
Buxt0n 
Clark 
Cohen, M 
curry 
Daley 
Herman 
Horsey 
ltkin 
James 

larolin Petrarca Stetler 
Josephs Pistella Sturla 
Keller Preston Surra 
Kirkland Raymond Thomas 
Lederer Roberts Tulli 
Levdanshy Rooney Vance 
Manderino Schroder Veon 
McGeehan Seyfen Walko 
Mundy Shaner Williams, A. H 
Myers Smith. S. H. Wojnaroski 
Nickol Steelman Youngblood 
Pesci 

Adolph Dermody Leh Ross 
Allen DiGirolamo Lescovitz Rubley 
Argall Donatucci Lloyd Sainato 
~ & e r  Dmce 
Barley Eachus 
Barrar Egolf 
Battisto Evans 
Bebko-Jones Fairchild 
Belardi Fargo 
Relfanri Feese 
Benninghoff Fichter 
Birmelin Fleagle 
Bishop Flick 

Lucyk Santoni 
Lynch Sather 
Maitland Saylor 
Major Schuler 
Markosek Scrimenti 
Mwico Semmel 
Marland Serafini 
Mayemik Smith, B. 
McCall Snyder, D. W 
McGill Staback 

~osco l a  Cannon Mcllhanan Stairs 
Boyes Geist McNaughton Steil 
Brown George Melio Stem 
Browne Gigliani Michlovic Stevenson 
Bunt Gladeck Micozzie Strinmaner 

Cal l s '  wane Godshall Mihalich Tangreni 
Cappabianca Gordner Miller Taylor, E. 2. 
Cam Gruitza Nailor ' Taylor, J. 

- 
Casorio ~ a b a ;  Olasz Travazlio 
Cawley ~ a l u i k a  Oliver ~ r e l l o  
Chadwick Hanna Orie True 
Civera Harhart Perzel Van Home 
Clymer Hasay Petmne Vital; 
Cohen, L. I. Hennessey Penit Waugh 
Colafella Henhey Phillips Williams, C. 
Colaizzo Hess P i u ~ v  Wilt 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 

... 
Hutchinson Plans Wogan 
Iadlowiec Readshaw Wright, M. N. 
Kaiser Reber Yewcic 
Kenney Reinard Zimmerman 
Krebs Rieger 7% 
LaGrona Robinson 
Laughlin Roebuck Ryan, 
Lawless Rohrer Spe&eer 

NOT VOTING-I 

Trich 

DeWeese Ramos Washington 

( Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair welcomes to the hall of 
the House Jason Knapp, who is the guest of Representatives 
Waugh and Stetler, and Catherine Stetler, the guest of 
Representative Stetler. Would the pages please rise. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 55 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

Mr. BUXTON offered the following amendment No. A0437: 

Amend Table of  Contents, page 1, by inserting between lines 13 
and 14 

Section 9. Municipal service fee. 
Amend Table of Contens, page 1, line 14, by striking out "9" and 

inserting 
10 

Amend Table of  Contents, page I, line 15, by striking out "10" and 
inserting 

I I I 
Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 1. by  striking out "1 I.' and 



Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 4, by striking out "14" and 
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Amend Bill, page 21, by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
Section 9. Municipal service fee. 

(a) Levy of payment.-A city, borough, incorporated town or 
township, having a percentage of all real property which is exempt from 
real property taxation equal to or greater than 20%, may levy, assess and 
collect a municipal service fee upon adoption of an ordinance, resolution 
or executive order authorizing such in an amount determined pursuant to 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 2, by striking out "12" and 
inserting 

13 
Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 3, by striking out "13" and 

inserting 
14 

subsection (b) on all real property taxation based on its use by an 
institution of purely public charity. 

(b) Computation of payment in municipal service fee.-The municipal 
service fee authorized under this section may be levied annually by a 
political subdivision subject to the following limitations: 

( I )  The payment of a municipal service fee shall be expressed 
and determined as a percentage of the property tax liability of the 
property if it were otherwise taxable by the political subdivision. 

(2) The percentage rate shall be specified in the annual levy by 
the political subdivision, and the rate shall not exceed 25%, or 
33 113% in cities of the first class. 

(3) The rate shall be uniform. 
(c) Collection.-The municipal service fee authorized under this 

section shall be collected by the heasurer or local tax collector of each 
political subdivision at the same time and in the same manner as are real 
property taxes. A person who fails to make a municipal service fee 
payment to the appropriate political subdivision shall be subject to all of 
the same statutory interest, penalties, liens and other remedies which are 
imposed by or available to political subdivisions for the nonpayment of 

Amend Sec. 9, page 21, line 21, by striking out "9" and inserting 
10 

Amend Sec. 10, page 25, line 17, by skiking out "10" and inserting 
I1 

Amend Sec. l I, page 26, line 19, by striking out "I I" and inserting 
12 

real property taxes. 
(d) Assessment and certification.-The county assessor shall, not less 

frequently than every five years, certify the tax exempt status of each 
parcel of propelry for which such status is claimed based on its use by an 
institution of purely public charity. The burden of proving that the 
property should remain tax exempt shall be on the property owner. 
Nothing in this section shall limit the ability of the apuro~riate board of - .. . 
assessment to review and revise the assessed values assigned to tax 
exempt property in the same manner as all other taxable real property. 

(e) Appeal.-A person aggrieved by the county's determination of 
certification of the tax exempt Status of any real property shall have the 
same right to appeal as any person aggrieved by the determinations of the 
county as to any taxable property under the applicable assessment law. 

(0 Effect.-Subsection (b) shall not supersede any existing court 
orders, contracts, agreements or arrangements which authorize or require 
a municipal service fee payment in lieu of tax or apply to real property 
owned bv: 

(1) the Federal Government, its instrumentalities and agencies; 
(2) the Commonwealth and its political subdivisions; 
(3) churches, including actual places of worship and properties 

in which classes or schools are operated for school-aged children 
under the authority of a religious organization; 

(4) institutions of purely public charity that have agreed to make 
voluntary payments equal to or greater than the amounts in 
subsection (b); 

( 5 )  institutions of purely public charity and their related 
nonprofit subsidies with annual total gross revenues less than 
$1,000,000. 
(g) Definitions.-As used in this section, the term "political 

subdivision" means a city, borough, incorporated town or township. 

Amend Sec. 12, page 27, line 1, by striking out "12" and inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 27. line 7, by striking out "13" and inserting 
14 

Amend Sec. 14, page 27, line 10, by striking out "14" and inserting 
15 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Buxton. 

Mr. BUXTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my amendment would provide that where 

municipalities currently have 20 percent or more oftheir real estate 
exempt from taxation, that municipality could impose up to a 
25-percent municipal service fee on any tax-exempt organization 
that would otherwise qualify under this legislation. 

In addition, my amendment would exempt any charity whose 
annual income is less than $1 million. It would also exempt 
churches, church schools, and other forms of governmental 
institutions. 

The purpose of my amendment, Mr. Speaker, is that we are 
finding out, particularly those of us who represent third-class cities 
in Pennsylvania, that we are shouldering much of the tax burden 
in Pennsylvania for institutions of public charity. Particularly if 
your municipality happens to be the county seat where you may 
have your courth~uses that are exempt, that 20-~ercent ratio which 
my amendment contains can add up quickly, and what we are 
fmding is that as a strain is placed on municipal services, those 
business people and property owners in our communities are 
shouldering more of the responsibility to pay for these municipal 
services. My legislation would allow local governments - ~. 
boroughs, townships, cities - to impose up to a 25-percent 
municipal service fee, with the exception of Philadelphia. 

The amendment would Drooose for the city of Philadel~hia a . . 
municipal service fee of up to 33% percent, and let me explain to 
you why there is a difference. I am told that most of the 
arrangements that Philadelphia has entered into for in-lieu-of-tax 
payments for many of their nonprofits contain a provision of up to 
33% percent of what an individual organization would pay in that 
city if they were taxable. So therefore, as not to diminish those 
agreements which have already been entered into by the city of 
Philadelphia, my amendment maintains those existing contracts at 
the cment  rate, but where municipalities have no contracts in 
effect, we are proposing up to a 25-percent municipal service fee. 

For those taxpayers in our major cities who are fmding more 
and more of an inequity in supporting municipal services, I am 
requesting that this legislature give consideration, serious 
consideration, to this amendment. We are very concerned, 
particularly in a municipality l i e  Harrisburg where the real estate 
currently stands at a ,  42-percent rate of exemption, that this 
legislation proposes the potential to increase that tax-exempt rate 
to nearly 50 percent. That is going to be a tremendous burden on 
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those individuals left in the city of Harrisburg and in many other 
communities in Pennsylvania to shoulder that responsibility for 
municipal services. 

Therefore, I respectfully request the General Assembly's 
affirmative vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Dempsey. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support Representative Buxton's 

amendment. 
On the previous amendment, 1 t h i i  it was very clear to all of 

us in the House that this bill represents an unfunded mandate to 
our cities particularly, and as Representative Buxton said, the cities 
now are stretched to the point where they just cannot survive. I 
believe this bill is going to be a magnet to attract more nonprofits 
into particularly those cities that are the county seats for the 
different counties in Pennsylvania. 

This is doing the rational thing for this business, and that is 
turning it back to the local people and letting them decide between 
the municipalities and the nonprofits what they are contributing to 
that city. 

Therefore, I support Representative Buxton's amendment, and 
I ask for support for it also. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Pesci. 
Mr. PESCI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the amendment rise for interrogation? 
Mr. BUXTON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Buxton, indicates he will 

stand for interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. PESCI. Thank you. 
One of the areas of major concern throughout this whole 

process that we have been dealing with today- 
Mr. BUXTON. Mr. Speaker, could we get some quite, please? 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Conferences on the floor, please break up. 
The gentleman may continue. 
Mr. PESCI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
To continue, one of the major concerns or major areas that we 

have been dealing with throughout this process today has been 
hospitals. 1 did not hear you mention that when you were speaking. 
Can you tell me if the Hospital Association of Pennsylvania has 
taken any position on this amendment that you are offering? 

Mr. BUXTON. Mr. Speaker, I have been informed by the 
Pennsylvania Hospital Association that they are neutral on this 
amendment. 

Mr. PESCI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That concludes my 
interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Yewcic. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman rise for brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. You may 

begin. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Under the amendment, churches, government 

buildings, and schools are exempt from this legislation. 
Concerning hospitals, can you explain, in Johnstown an agreement 
- I think this will answer my problem - an agreement was made 
between the hospital, the city, and the county that they would pay 
a fee in lieu of property taxes after they went to court. Under your 
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legislation, it says they agreed to make voluntary payments equal 
to or greater than the amounts in the subsection. In other words,. 
the hospitals, under this legislation, will still pay the fee that they 
agreed to. Is that correct? 

Mr. BUXTON. That is correct. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That concludes 

my interrogation. 
On the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. YEWCIC. I support this amendment because it answers my 

concern in the city of Johnstown and in Cambria County where 
hospitals buy up entire neighborhoods and those neighborhoods go 
tax exempt, and that raises taxes for everybody else in the 
municipality and in the county. 

I think this is a good amendment and ought to be supported. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Dent. 
Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Buxton, indicates he will 

stand for interrogation. 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, you indicated during your remarks 

that nonprofits with, I believe you said, net income over $1 million 
would be subject to this in-lieu-of-tax payment? 

Mr. BUXTON. Under my amendment, Mr. Speaker, if a 
nonprofit's annual income did not exceed $1 million, they would 
not be subject to a municipal service fee. 

Mr. DENT. Okay. Because, Mr. Speaker, your amendment, I 
believe, says that any nonprofit with annual total gross revenues 
less than $1 million, so that would suggest to me that a nonprofit 
that lost money with under $1 million in gross revenues could now 
be subject to an in-lieu-of-tax payment. Is that correct? 

Mr. BUXTON. No, they would not be. 
Mr. DENT. The amendment on page 3 -unless I am reading 

from the wrong amendment; I know there was a change in the 
number - page 3, subsection (5), "instihltions of purely public 
charity and their related nonprofit subsidies with annual total gross 
revenues less than $1,000,000." That is what I am reading from. 
So therefore, if you are over $1 million in total gross revenues, you 
will pay a tax even if you lose money? 

Mr. BUXTON. Would you repeat your question again? 
Mr. DENT. 1 guess the question is, could a not-for-profit that is 

in deficit be forced to pay a tax because of this amendment, given 
the wording of "total gross revenues"? That is different than, I 
think, total net income. 

Mr. BUXTON. I am having difficulty understanding how that 
would apply to a nonprofit who is in a deficit situation. 

Mr. DENT. Well, many nonprofits have run deficits, and I 
guess what I am- I hope I do not sound like I am splitting hairs, 
but there is a difference between total gross revenues and what 
would be considered a net income. When 1 think of net income, I 
think of a profit or a surplus. 

Mr. BUXTON. Okay. I assume that a nonprofit potentially 
could have total revenues in excess of $1 million and still run a 
deficit. Under this amendment, if they have total income that 
exceeds $1 million and run a deficit, they would be subject to the 
municipal service fee. 

Mr. DENT. They would be. Okay. Thank you. 
Mr. BUXTON. They would be. 
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Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. DENT. I have very serious concerns about this amendment 

for many reasons. It was less than a year ago at this time many of 
our friends who represent hospitals were concerned about a law we 
passed that would have, they said, perhaps closed some 
institutions. 1 suspect that many of your hospitals in Pennsylvania 
that are marginally, that are marginally in the black could face 
some real difficulties with this paxticular amendment, and I am 
talking about your small hospitals, those that I think could be 
gravely impacted by this legislation. 

I represent a thiid-class city and I do represent private colleges 
and universities, for example, and I believe that if we tax some of 
those institutions, we might not see some of those institutions 
around for very long. Those institutions do compete in a very 
competitive market, whether we want to believe it or not. We just 
cannot assume that by slapping them with an in-lieu-of-tax 
payment or tax increase that they somehow will take the hit. 

What is even more unfair about this, let us take, for example, a 
private college where I live, Muhlenherg College in the city of 
Allentown, could be forced to pay a tax, but a State-owned 
college, one that is owned by the government, would not he forced 
to pay a tax even though both institutions are providing essentially 
the same kind of educational services. One is taxable because it is 
not owned by the government and the other one is not taxable 
because it is owned by the government. So I would suggest that 
there is a fairness argument here that does need m be addressed. 

And 1 would also argue, I represent downtown Allentown 
where we had a major for-profit company shut its office building. 
The building is now vacant. There are plans under way for a 
not-for-profit to move in and acquire this huge build~ng and 
turn it into productive use, bring people downtown. It is in the 
city's interest. Now our plans could be undermined with this 
in-lieu-of-tax provision. That nonprofit organization, that purely 
public charity, will now pay taxes, and this could undermine our 
ability to renovate and to rehabilitate and reuse an existing 
structure withim the city. 

So I would respectfully suggest that we vote "no" on this 
particular amendment, and that is all I really have to say. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Tioga, Mr. Baker. 

Mr. BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amendment, and although I 

respect what the gentleman is trying to accomplish, I do not 
believe it would he in the best interests of rural areas in particular. 
So far we have a hill and an amendment that is acceptable by the 
Boroughs Association, the Township Association, the County 
Commissioners Association, the nonprofits, and if we pass this 
amendment, this could compromise the future of this legislation. 

I also fail to support this legislation because of what it could 
have in terms of its impact upon rural areas, and I know we have 
a fair amount of rural legislators here. 1 do not see this as helping 
the rural areas that much at all. In fact, I believe that this could 
have a catastrophic if not crippling impact upon some of our 
nonprofit organizations in the rural area. 

For that and many other reasons, Mr. Speaker, I oppose this 
amendment. Thank you very much. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from York, Mr. Saylor, for the 

second time. 
Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would l i e  the maker of the amendment to stand for 

interrogation. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, my understanding of this 

amendment would require York College or Penn State or Pitt to 
pay- 

Mr. BUXTON. Mr. Speaker, I cannot hear the interrogator. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Conversations on the floor, please cease. Conversations on the 

floor, please. 
Would you repeat the question? 
Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, is it my understanding of your 

amendment that Pi& Temple, Penn State would be covered under 
your amendment as people who would have to be covered? 

Mr. BUXTON. I believe that those institutions are specifically 
exempt under HB 55. 

Mr. SAYLOR. But does your amendment change? 
Mr. BUXTON. It does not change any exemption found in 

HB 55, specific exemption. 
Mr. SAYLOR. So York College, any college in the 

Commonwealth would not he required to make payment in lieu of 
taxes. 

Mr. BUXTON. If they are covered under the provisions of the 
existing HB 55. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Could you tell me where in this amendment that 
it- 

Mr. BUXTON. Pardon? 
Mr. SAYLOR. Where in this amendment does it say that 

Penn State, Pitt, Temple, York College, whatever university or 
college in this Commonwealth- To me, my understanding of this 
amendment is it changes what HB 55 now stands for. You now are 
going to be requiring payment in lieu of taxes. 

Mr. BUXTON. Mr. Speaker, may I have just a moment, please, 
to respond? 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, maybe I can clarify this a little 
closer for you, if I may. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. BUXTON. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Buxton. 
Mr. BUXTON. It is my understanding that my amendment 

would not undo any specific exemption that currently exists in 
HB 55. 

Mr. SAYLOR. But it is my understanding that in the case of, let 
us say, Kutztown University, Indiana University, those would not 
be required under your bill to pay taxes or in lieu of taxes, hut that 
at York College, Elizabethtown College, those would be required 
to pay taxes, in lieu of taxes. 

Mr. BUXTON. York College may be subject to the provisions 
of this. 

Mr. SAYLOR. So what we are golng to do, Mr. Speaker, if I 
am clear, is that we are now going to say, if you are a private 
college, we are going to put you at a- 

The SPEAKER. Conferences, please move to the conference 
rooms at the rear of the hall of the House. 

Please continue. 
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Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that what 

your amendment now will do, I agree that Indiana University, 
Kutztown, so on and so forth, those State-owned schools will not 
be paying in lieu of taxes, but that our privately held colleges and 
universities such as York College, Elizabethtown College, and so 
on and so forth in this Commonwealth would be required, 
thereby putting them at a great financial comparison to our other 
State-owned universities. Am I correct? 

Mr. BUXTON. If they are not specifically exempt under the 
provisions of HB 55, they would not be exempt under my 
amendment. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I may speak on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. SAYLOR. As I said earlier, I really believe that this is not 

in the best interest of our colleges and our universities, nor do I 
believe it is in the best interest of our educational system that we 
are going to put our privately held universities and colleges at a 
dispensation compared to our publicly held universities and 
colleges. 

York College, Elizabethtown College, you name the private 
university here, they are doing a great job educating our children 
and should not have any less opportunity to be exempt from 
property taxes and the requirements under our system than do our 
publicly held universities and colleges. 

So based upon that, I would oppose this amendment and ask for 
a "no" vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Trello. 
Mr. TRELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a tax by any other name is still a tax, whether you 

call it a fee or whatever. 
I think what we are losing sight of here today is the purpose of 

charitable organizations. They provide a very valuable service that 
government does not do - they feed the hungry, they take care of 
the homeless and educate our children, a multitude of things - and 
the more that we take away from them, the less they can provide 
to those people that are in need of services that govemment does 
not apply. 

I can appreciate the gentleman's amendment and the fact that 
he wants to represent his district, and that is always appreciated, 
but this bill is too important dealing with nonprofit organizations. 
There is nothing in this bill that will prevent an agreement between 
a nonprofit organization and that municipality to pay a service fee. 

Let us let it go at that and defeat this amendment. Thank you 
very much. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lynch. 
Mr. Lynch, that light is not operating. 
Mr. LYNCH. Okay. Fine. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have had some conversations with some of my colleagues in 

the northwest, principally the gentlelady from Crawford County, 
and I would l i e  to echo and add a little bit to the comments of my 
colleague from Tioga County. 

I do not think this is really good for rural Pennsylvania. 1 think 
we are setting a dangerous precedent when we start talking about 
having these charities start paying to any degree to municipalities. 
I can see a lot of problems. I do not necessarily think that it is 
going to be destructive right away, but I think it sets a precedent 
that could be very destructive to the rural municipalities. 
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I am definitely going to vote "no" on this, and I strongly urge 

all the rural legislators to vote "no" on this. In fact, I do question 
the constitutionality, and I think that is going to be b roua t  up. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. Kaiser. 

Mr. KAISER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand in opposition to the Buxton amendment. 
In the westem part of the State, you have Route 79, which starts 

down in Greene County and ends up in Erie County, and along that 
route, there are a number of schools. Real fast, you have 
Duquesne, Robert Momis, Point Park, CMU (Camegie Mellon 
University), Thiel, Alle&eny, Gannon, Washinson and Jefferson, 
Waynesburg, Laroche, Mercyhurst, Grove City. These are just 
some of the schools that will now have to pay a fee for their 
municipal services. What that will do, Mr. Speaker, without a 
doubt, that will raise the tuition of all those students. 

Right now what is happening in Pennsylvania is, you have a 
number of students that cannot afford private colleges and they are 
being forced down into the State System, and you are going to 
accelerate those numbers of students that are going to go 
from private colleges to your State System and the Pitts and the 
Penn States. So I think Mr. Buxton has very good intentions, but 
unfortunately, this is going to backfue. 

I ask for a "no" vote on this piece of legislation. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 

Philadelphia County, Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise briefly to support the Buxton amendment. 
I just want to bring to focus, because a number of people have 

made comments, that let us not lose focus of what we are talking 
about. We are talking about charitable nonprofit organizations that 
do good work, and I do not think anybody is arguing that that is 
the case. But I do not think anybody can lose sight of the fact that 
we have institutions within our municipalities who are classified 
as nonprofits doing charitable work and are very large moneyed or 
money-interest institutions. 

I sent around a note to all the Democrat members. If members 
on the other side of the aisle have not seen it, I think you would be 
very interested to see an article that was in the Sunday Inquirer 
about a month ago looking specifically at the compensation 
packages for executives of nonprofit health-care institutions in the 
Philadelphia region, and there were numerous institutions whose 
executive compensation packages were over $I million. And there 
were the top 50 paid executives in that list, and I think No. 50's 
executive coppensation salary was about $350,000-plus. So there 
were at least 50 nonprofit executives making in excess of 
$350,000. Several institutions had four and five people on the list, 
and the top institutions had executive compensation packages of 
over $1 million - these same institutions operating within 
municipalities who are struggling every day to keep their tax base 
and to keep providing city and municipal services, not only to their 
residential community but to their nonprofit community as well. 

I think the Buxton amendment that we are considering is trying 
to strike a very real balance between the economic capabilities of 
some of those large nonprofits and the economic and municipal 
needs ofthe counties and cities in which they are situated. 
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I thimk it is a reasonable approach. I think it is one worthy of 1 I heard people speakimc today about rural Pennsylvania. Those 

salaries - some well over $1 million a year - just as they do their 
paper supplies and others. 

With regard to the city of Pittsburgh, which I represent, 
40 percent of the assessed real estate within the city of Pittsbur* 
is exempt from real estate taxation. That is leading to a structural 
shift. If indeed some costs are assigned to the institutions, they are 
taken off the backs of the taxpayers of Pittsburgh. So recognizing 
reality is what the Buxton amendment is about, recognizing that 
taxpayers, particularly in municipalities like Pittsburgh, have rights 

attention, and I think we shokld all vote "yes" for the ~ u x t o n  
amendment. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Boyes. 
Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the amendment. 
4s we could see, there are a number of problems that have been 

pointed out by other members if this amendment is incorporated 
in the legislation. 

We have had a good track record today. We have been working 
together towards an accomplishment long awaited, that it has been 
defied in the General Assembly as successfully adopting a piece.of 
legislation and sending it to the Senate without a lot of problems. 
If we start with a lot of problems over there, we are going to end 
with a lot of problems. 

Let us get the job done, let us defeat the amendment, and let us 
address the gentleman's concern in genuine areas called tax 
reform. I ask for a negative vote on the amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Walko, from 
Allegheny County. 

Mr. WALKO. What we have here today is a very difficult battle 
working out definitions. Ultimately underlying this situation, 
however, is the fact that we are dealing with the largest unfunded 
mandate, the mother of all unfunded mandates, if you will, in 
Pennsylvania-the constitutional tax exemption for purely public 
charities. 

Now, I agree with that, because it is a constitutional mandate, 
but we must nonetheless recognize the huge costs that are involved 
here, particularly to municipalities l i e  Pittsburgh. We are 
assigning that cost to the proper mechanism - the institutions 
which incur it. Those institutions, those large institutions with 
which the Buxton amendment attempts to deal, those large 
institutions must treat these municipal costs just as they do their 

Barrar 
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Buxton 
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Cohen, M. 
Cowell 
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of us here today who represent cities are asking rural Pennsylvania 
to help us. We fmd ourselves in a situation where it is becoming 
increasingly difficult to expand our tax base in order to equitably 
distribute the services which our municipalities provide. We need 
the help of suburban and m1 Pennsylvania in our cities if we are 
going to survive and continue to be viable resources to our 
Commonwealth. This should not be an issue where rural or 
suburban Pennsylvania versus the urban areas. 

What I am here to express to you today is that HB 55 has the 
grave potential to increase the tax-exempt rate in many of our 
municipalities. We can no longer afford to see Pennsylvania's 
municipalities become distressed because of their lack to collect 
sufficient taxes at the local level to support municipal services. We 
are in this together, and we appeal to you for your support for 
those municipalities in Pennsylvania which are seeing their tax 
base erode. 

In conclusion, I would suggest this to the General Assembly 
today: We have debated for years local tax reform in Pennsylvania. 
We have heard numerous people say that we must shift the 
responsibility away from real estate property taxes onto a more 
equitable type of taxation. I would submit to the House of 
Representatives that if we were truly interested in local tax reform, 
in shifting the responsibility away from local property taxpayers, 
we probably would not be standing here today arguing this 
legislation. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS63 

Evans 
Geist 
Gordner 
Horsey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Lederer 

McGeehan 
Michlovic 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Stetler 
Sturla 
Suna 
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali . .  . 

and have every right to have the costs which they pay for shared cub' Levdansky Sainato Walko 

by the large tax-exempt institutions. Daley Lloyd Scrimenti Williams, A. H. 
Dempsey Manderino Shaner Wojnaroski 

Thank vou, Mr. Speaker. I support the Buxton amendment. D O ~ ~ ~ U C C ~  Marcico Smith s H Yewcie . ~ ~ - ~ ~  ~ ~~ ~ -~ 

The SPEAKER.' The chi& recomizes the gentleman, I Eachus McCall Steelman - - 
Mr. Buxton, for the second time on the question. 

Mr. BUXTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, let me express my gratitude and everyone in this 

General Assembly's to those institutions of public charity. I do not 
believe there is one of us that does not understand the support that 
they provide to our citizens. I do not believe there is one of us in 
this General Assembly that would argue that in the future, perhaps 
our institutions of public charity may grow as the Federal 
Government and State government shift more responsibilities onto 
local government. However, the reality of this situation in 
Pennsylvania is that it is creating a fiscal problem for many of our 
municipalities which house these institutions of public charity. 

I 
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DiGirolamo Lescovitz 
Dmce LUcyk 
Egolf Lynch 
Fairchild Maitland 
Fargo Major 
Feese Markosek 
Fichter Masland 
Fleagle Mayemik 
Flick McGill 
Gannon Mcllhanan 
George McNaushton 
Gigliotti Melio 
Gladeck Micouie 
Godshall Mihalich 

Ross 
Rubley 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seraiini 
Seyfert 
Smith. B. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
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-~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - .  
Clark Herman Penel ~rello- 
Clymer Hershey Peoarca T me 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Penit Waugh 
Colafella Hutchinson Phillips Williams, C. 
Colaim ltkin P~PPY Wilt 
Conti ladlowiec Plate Wright, M. N. 
Cornell Kaiser Raymond Youngblood 
Corpora Kenney Reber Zimmerman 
Dally LaGTona Reinard Zug 
DeLuca Laughlin Rieger 
Dent Lawless Rohrer Ryan, 
Dermody Leh Rooney Speaker 

Browne Gmitza Miller Steil 
Bunt GNPPO Mundy Stem 
Caltagirone Habay Myers Stwenson 
Cappabianca Haluska Nailor Strimnaner 
Carone Hanna Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Hahart O'Brien Taylor, 1. 
Chadwick Hasay Olasr Tigue 
Civera Hennersev Orie Travaelio 

NOT VOTING-1 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Wogan 

Armstrong DeWeese Ramos Washington 
C0,Iigan 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0361: 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to back up for a minute and have 
people understand why we are doing HB 55 in the first place and 
why there is a need for this amendment. 

This issue was brought to the House of Representatives for one 
reason and one reason only, and that was that institutions of purely 
public charity were starting to get hit with lawsuits by 
municipalities all around this State, and the reason that they were 
being hit with lawsuits by those municipalities was because at 
some point, those municipalities had reached their breaking point. 
In many cases, by law, they could not increase their local taxes any 
more. They could not tax their local citizens any more. They had 
reachedtheir statutory limits. So what they started to do was look 
at the high percentage of nonprofits in their district and said, you 
have to help out, and they went to those nonprofits and they said, 
will you give us a payment in lieu of taxes, and some of them 
complied and others said no. Now, with HB 55, we are saying that 
those municipalities can no longer go after and sue some of those 
institutions of purely public charity, and I think that is actually a 
positive step, because I do not think we should be suing those 
institutions. 

But there is a harsh reality of that, and that is that there are 
many municipalities throughout the State - big and small, rural 
and urban - that are going to lose funds for their municipality as 
a result of this legislation, HB 55. So what my amendment 361 
does is looks at how much those municipalities gather in lieu of 
taxes right now, and it takes a snapshot, and it verifies those 
revenues that those municipalities are currently receiving and then 
it looks at what those municipalities receive in the future as a result 

~~ - ~ - ~ ~  . ~ ~ ~~~ '. - . - . ,  - 
of said lines and inserting I still would encourage- Mr. Speaker? 
Section 12. Commonwealth payments in lieu of taxes. / The SPEAKER Mr. Sturla. 

Amend Title. page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"competition" and inserting 

and for Commonwealth payments in lieu oftaxes. 
Amend Table of Contents. naee 2. lines 2 through 4. bv shikine out all 

of this legislation. And it does not give them a dollar-for-dollar 
reimbursement, because then *ere would be no incentive to try 
and go out and do some of the special things that are provided for 
under the amendment that passed today. 

15 I Amend Sec. 13, page 27, line 7, by striking out "13" and inserting State anything, especially when we are only giving 50 cents on the 
14 dollar back. But if, as I am sure some of the people that will stand 

~ ~ 

Section 13. Repeals. 
Section 14. Applicability. 
Section 15. Effective date. 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 30, 
Section 12. Commonwealth payments in lieu of taxes. 

(a) General rule.-The Commonwealth shall make annual payments in 
lieu of taxes to amunicipality upon submission by the municipality of any 

loss of revenue incurred by the for tax-exempt 
property as a result of p a s s e  of this act. Payments shall equal 50% ofthe 
amount of verified loss of revenue for the fiscal year of the municipality. 

(b) Definition.-As used in this section the tern "tax-exempt property" 
means improved real property which is exempt from local real property 
taxes and for which no other Federal or State Program provides 
reimbursement to a municipality for that tax-exempt real property. 

Amend Sec. 12. page 27, line 1, by striking out "12" and inserting .- 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Spesker, this amendment would still encowage those 

municipalities to go out and try and strike voluntary agreements 
with those institutions of purely public charity, because in that 
case, they would be getting a dollar-for-dollar bang for their buck. 
What this amendment does is says that for any losses that they 
have, thou&, as a result of this bill, the State will reimburse them 
50 cents on the dollar. 

So there is no real incentive to just back off and say, let US walk 
away from this; let us go get our money from the State. You can 
get more by going out and striking agreements with your local 
nonprofits. ~ u t  it also recognizes that there will be a loss to 
municipalities as a result of HB 55, and if there is not a loss to 
those municiDalities as a result of HB 55. then it does not cost the 

. . 
Amend Sec. 14, page 27, line 10, by striking autC.l4'. and inserting 

15 
up and oppose this will assert, this is going to cost the State 
hundreds of millions of dollars, and if it is going to cost the State 
large amounts of money, it is going to cost the local municipalities 
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twice that much. and what we will in essence be doin. is passing I taxes for those properties becoming exempt, which have been for . ... - - - .  - 
a local tax increase for our local taxpayers unless we pass this 
amendment. 

I would encourage and urge members to vote for this. Just to 
give you some idea of those municipalities that are currently 
affected, right now in the State of Pennsylvania, out of the 2,500 
municipalities, approximately 845 of those municipalities have 
more than 10 percent tax-exempt properties in their district, and 
municipalities that have more than 25 percent tax-exempts in their 
district accounts for 272 municipalities in the State of 
Pennsylvania. And most of them have in-lieu-of-tax payment 
agreements with some of the charities that we are going to exempt 
under this bill, and we will be Wing  away critical funding from 
those municipalities. 

All that I am asking is that we take up the gap -not the total 
bill, the gap - and then only pay 50 cents on the dollar on that gap. 
It is a very small amount of money to try and help keep some 
municipalities' heads above water. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Trello. 
Mr. TRELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, let us notlose sight of the fact that this legislation, 

HB 55, encourages charitable organizations to make voluntary 
donations of goods and services to the community, and almost 
every one of them do in some form or another. A tax by any other 
name is still a tax. By indicating that 50 percent of the lost revenue 
due to this act should go to the municipalities is nothing more than 
a tax. 

years. What says that new stadiums that municipalities build - 
baseball stadiums, whatever recreational facilities that now local 
governments are putting up and asking for all kinds of legislative 
grants and money from us to build - are not now going to be paid 
in lieu of taxes by the rest of the taxpayers of this Commonwealth 
in lieu of taxes under this bill? 

Who decides when this bill has forced a change in somebody's 
taxability? Nowhere in this amendment does it say who the 
judgment will be made by. Is it the city? Is it the county 
commissioners? Is it the State? Nowhere in this amendment does 
it say that. I can see lawsuits being generated by city governments 
and local governments, not only with the nonprofits that may want 
to qualify but with the county assessment commissioners, with the 
State, over who should fit into this category. 

Again, I do not know where Mr. Sturla or any other member of 
this House is going to come up with the money to pay this in lieu 
of taxes, and I ask for a "no" vote. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welcome to the 
hall of the House Jennifer Stover, an l lth grade student at 
Dover High School and a participant in the Future Leaders of 
York Program. She is here as the guest of Representative 
Todd Platts, seated to the left of the Speaker. Jennifer, would you 
please rise. 

Let us not also forget the intent of charitable organizations to 
provide services we do not provide. This bill is drafted to make I CONSIDERATION OF JIB 55 CONTINUED 

sure that we comply with the Supreme Court ruling on the HUP 
(hospital utilization project) case, and I think this committee has 
done an excellent job. And I can appreciate members like Sturla 
and everybody else, because we are all products of local 
government and we are concerned about local government 
problems, but this bill deals with nonprofits. It also mandate- 
It does not mandate; I take that back, but it encourages charitable 
organizations to provide donations of goods and services or 
whatever to that community, and I think they are going to be 
sincere. ' 

This is a very important piece of legislation that must be done, 
and I have to oppose the amendment, and I ask for a negative vote. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Again, here we go with the State paying propew taxes for the 

charity to local governments. Where are we going to get the 
money from? As you know, this State goes through cycles of up 
and down in our economics, and it is interesting that no one talks 
about how we are going to pay for this. 

Second of all, right now, the city of York is a perfect example 
of every city in Pennsylvania. The City Housing Authority owns 
hundreds, in fact hundreds, of tax-exempt homes that are run 
down, that they bought from property owners and want to 
someday remodel, but they are on the tax-exempt rolls. Now, what 
says that the city of York, the city of Scranton, or any other city in 
this Commonwealth does not decide to do the same thing, and we 
as the rest of the tawpayers in this State are not going to pick up the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Sturla, for the second time. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it has been asserted that there would be new and 

future tax-exempts that would qualify under this. That is not the 
case. This amendment only applies to those agreements that are 
already in place, to those moneys that are already being paid to 
municipalities in lieu of taxes, not what could be, not what might 
be, not what the assessed value is, not what anything else is. All 
this applies to is the amounts that are currently paid in lieu of 
taxes, and it only takes into account 50 cents on the dollar for that 
amount of money. We have a quantifiable, verifiable amount of 
money that is currently being paid to municipalities. Next year we 
will have a quantifiable, verifiable amount of money that is being 
paid to municipalities in lieu of taxes. You subtract the two 
numbers, and you pay the municipalities 50 cents on the dollar. 

This is not amoney-maker for municipalities. The best that they 
can do is 50 cents on the dollar here, and it is only for those 
revenues that they are already collecting in lieu of taxes. All this 
does is eases the burden. If HB 55 passes, municipalities will deal 
with the future burden that is placed on them. I am confident that 
they will. They have dealt with that in the past; they will deal with 
it in the future. What I do not want to do is pull the rug out from 
underneath them for the agreements that they already have. 

'Now, Mr. Trello alluded to the fact that under the Boyes 
amendment in HB 55, there will be incentives for those 
cooperative agreements, and this amendment does not affect those 
cooperative, voluntary agreements at all. In fact, it encourages 
those voluntary agreements, and if in fact those voluntary 



negotiations on purely-public-charity provisions in the 
Constitution and said that they considered payment-in-lieu-of-tax 
agreements and talked about whether they would be appropriate as 
a constitutional item. A vote was taken in the convention, and it 
was voted down very substantially. 

So what we could be potentially doing by putting this into the 
bill is giving a reason for courts, upon challenge, to rule that the 
bill or the law is unconstitutional. It is important to remember that 
the legislative intent during the constitutional convention is 
important to consider in terms of whether this is constitutional or 
not, and for that reason I think we should vote down - among 
other reasons -,vote down the Sturla amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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agreements work as well as Mr. Trello and Mr. Boyes have said 
they will work, then this amendment will not cost the State 1 cent, 
because those charitable institutions will voluntarily come up with 
the amount of money that they used to. 

All this is is a 50-cent-on-the-dollar safeguard for those 
revenues that are lost as a result of this legislation. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is a simpler version of the 

Smith amendment. Mr. Smith attempted to write out a very, very 
detailed plan as to how local governments could get money back, 
and people attacked his wording. Mr. Sturla does not have a 
complicated plan. It is very, very simply worded. Presumably, the 
~ e v e n u e  Department will figure out through regulations exactly 
how Mr. Sturla's plan is to be implemented. It is unlikely that it 
will lead to very much litigation. 

I thii that Mr. Sturla's plan is a meritorious one. Once again, 
it helps deal with the needs of both affected interest groups. It 
deals with the needs of local governments, which lose some money 
under this hill, and it deals with the needs of nonprofit 
organizations, organizations of purely private charity, who feel a 
need to protect themselves against revenue-hungry local 
governments. 

This amendment is a reasonable compromise effort. We have 
the money in the State budget. If at some time we do not have the 
money, we can amend this legislation. But for the foreseeable 
future, we have far more than enough money to fund this 
amendment, and I would urge support for this Sturla amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Erie County, 

Mr. Boyes. 
Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the amendment. The amendment does not 

define the issue very clearly, and it does not decide who is going 
to get what. It is going to lead to more litigation. 

I do not think it is a good amendment, and I would ask the 
members to please consider voting "no." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recomizes the gentleman from Lehi*, Mr. Browne. 
Mr. BROWNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just very briefly, I just wanted to make a comment in rezard to 

the relationship of the payment-in-lieu-of-tax agreements and how 
they could be dangerous to this legislation. 

During our hearings in Erie, the Governor that was in office at 
the time of the constitutional convention told of some of the 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. DeLuca. 
Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speakq. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Sturla amendment. 
I t h i i  after hearing $e other speakers speak pertaining to 

tax-exempts out there, I think what we are forgetting as far as our 
cities and some of our communities are the benefits and the taxes 
that are raised with these facilities. A lot of these facilities, l i e  our 
hospitals and other facilities out there, are economic generators. 
They provide jobs. You know, we talked about the tax exemption 
when we talked about the city of Pittsburgh. Well, let me say this: 
If those universities who are tax exempt leave the city of 
Pittsburgh, the city of Pittsburgh is dead. There are no jobs. There 
are no stores that would he able to operate in the cities and that 
there. These are job creations. They are not there for anything. 
They raise taxes for these cities and these municipalities. 

You know, we act like these facilities do not pay anything. 
They do. The people who work in these facilities pay. They buy 
and shop in these communities where they are located, and this is 
one of the reasons we should oppose the Sturla amendment and 
some of the other amendments that will he coming forward. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS49 

Baker CuTf Levdansky Smith. S. H. 
Bard Donatucci Manderino Staback 
Belardi Evans McGeehan Steelman 
Belfanti Honey Michlovic Stetler 
Bishop ltkin Mihalich Sturla 
Blaum lames----- - ~ ~ e ~ s  Surra 
B U & O V ~ ~ ~  Jamlin Pesci Thomas 
Buxton Josephs Petrone Veon 
Cam Keller Preston Walko 
Cawley Kirkland Robinson Williams, A. H. 
cohe,,. M. LaGrona Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Corpora Lederer Sainato Youngblood 
COY 

NAYS-148 

A ~ O I P ~  Fairchild Markosek Schroder 
Allen Fargo Marsico Schuler 
Argall Feese Masland Scrimenti 
Barley Fichter Mayemik Semmel 
B,, Fleagle McCall Serafini 
Banisto Flick McGill Seyfert 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 

Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harharf 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 

Mcllhanan 
McNauDton 
Melio 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
P e m c a  
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 

Shaner 
Smith, 6. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Striumaner 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, I. 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
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Colafella Hess Pistella Vance 
Colaiuo Hutchinson Plans Van Home 
Conti 
Comell 
Cowell 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DiGirolamo 
Dmce 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 

Raymond Vitali 
Readshaw Waugh 
Reber Williams, C. 
Reinard Wilt 
Robem Wogan 
Rohrer Wright, M. N. 
Rooney Yewcic 
Ross Zirnmeman 
Rubley Zug 
Santoni 
Sather Ryan, 
Saylor Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

Rieger 

(2) The General Assembly shall annually appropriate the sum of 
$25,000,000 from the General Fund to the Local Tax-Exem~t Provertv . . 
Fund. The moneys in the fund are a continuing appropriation and shall 
not lapse. 

(3) All moneys in the fund are hereby appropriated to the 
Department of Community and Economic Development for purposes 
of making grants under subsection (c). 
(c) Annual grants.- 

( I )  Ten percent of the moneys in the fund shall be set aside 
for distribution to the various counties under the provisions of 
paragraph (2). Ninety percent of the moneys in the fund shall be set 
aside for distribution to the various municipalities under the provisions 
of paragraph (3). 

(2) Distribution to counties shall be made as follows: 
(i) The annual grant to each county shall be equal to the 

product arrived at by multiplying the total amount of moneys set 
aside for distribution to all counties by the percentage 
determined by dividing the estimated market value of all 
tax-exempt property in the county by the estimated market value 

Armstrong DeWeese Ramos Washington I of all tax-exempt property in all counties reporting. 
Corrigan (ii) Disbursement shall be made by August 31 annually. 

(iii) (A) Any county failing to ~rovide its list of 
I 

. . . .  
tax-exempt prop& by June 30 shall be penalized 20% of 

Less than the majority having voted in the affumative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0351: equal to the product arrived at by multiplying the total amount I of moneys set aside for distribution to all eligible municivalities 

its anticipated distribution, which shall be redistributed 
among the municipalities within that county. 

(B) Any county failing to provide its list of 
tax-exempt property by July 31 shall. together with all 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
'hornpetition" and inserting 

and for tax-exempt real property grants to 
municipalities. 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, lines 2 through 4, by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 
Section 12. Tax-exempt real property grants to municipalities. 

municipalities within that county, forfeit the right to share 
in the next ensuing distribution made pursuant to this 
section. 

(3) Distribution to municipalities shall be made as follows: 
(i) The annual grant to each eligible municipality shall be 

Section 13. Repeals. 
Section 14. Aoolicabilitr. 
Section 15. ~ffective date. 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 30 
Section 12. Tax-exempt real property grants to municipalities. 

(a) Annual compilation and report.- 
( I )  On or before June 30, 1998, and annually thereafter, every 

county shall submit to the department a compilation of all property 
located within the county that is exempt from real property tax. 

(2) The compilation shall consist of: 
(i) the owner of the property; 
(ii) the reason for tax-exempt status; 
(iii) the location ofthe property, including mailing address, 

municipality and school district; 
(iv) the appraised value of the propel?.; 
(v) the estimated market value of the propel?.: and 
(vi) an indication whether funding is rece~ved from any 

Federal or State program based on that property. 
(b) Local Tax-Exemot Pronertv Fund.- . , . . 

( I )  There is hereby established in the State Treasury a special 
restricted fund to be known as the Local Tax-Exempt Property Fund. 
The fund shall be used to make annual grants to qualified counties and 
municipalities as provided in subsection (c). 

by the percentage determined by dividing the estimated market 
value of all tax-exempt property in the eligible municipality 
divided by the estimated market value of all tax-exempt property 
in all eligible municipalities of all counties reporting. 

(ii) Disbursement shall be made by August 31 annually. 
(iii) As used in this the term "eligible 

municioalih/" means a municinalih. which has a market value of . < . , 
all tax-exempt property equal to at least 25% of the market value 
of all real property in that municipality. 

(d) Regulations.-The Department of Community and Economic 
Development shall promulgate any rules and regulations necessary to 
implement this section. 

(e) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 

"Department." The Depamnent of Community and Economic 
Development of the Commonwealth 

"Fund." The Local Tax-Exempt Property Fund established under 
subsection (b). 

"Municipality." Any city, borough, incorporated town or township or 
any home rule municipality which is not a county. 

"Realty transfer tax." The tax imposed on real estate transfers by the 
Commonwealth under the provisions of Article XI-C of the act of 
March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as the Tax Reform Code of 1971. 

"Tax-exempt property." Improved real property which is exempt from 
local real property taxes and for which no other Federal or State program 
provides any re~mbursement to a county or municipality for that 
tax-exempt real property. 

Amend Sec. 12, page 27, line 1, by striking out "12" and inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 27, line 7. by striking out "13" and inserting 
14 



On the question recurring, 
Will the House a g e e  to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 
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Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0353: 

Amend Sec. 14, page 27, line 10, by striking out "14" and inserting 
15 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw this amendment. l f w e  can go to 

amendment 353. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the amendment. 
The clerk will read the next amendment offered by the 

gentleman. 

Amend Title page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"competition" and inserting 

and for tax-exempt real property grants to municipalities. 
Amend Table of Contents, page 2, lines 2 through 4, by striking out all 

of said lines and inserting 
Section 12. Tax-exempt real property grants to municipalities. 
Section 13. Repeals. 
Section 14. Applicability. 
Section 15. Effective date. 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 30 
Section 12. Tax-exempt real propeny grants to municipalities. 

(a) Annual compilation and report.- 
(1) On or before June 30, 1998, and annually thereafter, every 

(3) All moneys in the fund are hereby appropriated to the 
Depamnent of Community and Economic Development for purposes 
of making grants under subsection (c). 
(c) Annual grants.- 

(I)  Ten percent of the moneys in the fund shall be set aside 
for distribution to the various counties under the provisions of 
paragraph (2). Ninety percent of the moneys in the fund shall be set 
aside for distribution to the various municipalities under the provisions 
of paragraph (3). 

(2) Distribution to counties shall be made as follows: 
(i) The annual grant to each county shall be equal to the 

product anived at by multiplying the total amount of moneys set 
aside for distribution to all counties by the percentage 
determined by dividing the estimated market value of all 
tax-exempt property in the county by the estimated market value 
of all tax-exempt property in all counties reporting. 

(ii) Disbursement shall be made by August 31 annually. 
(iii) (A) Anv countv failine to ~rovide  its list of 
tax-exempt prop& by june 30 shall de penalized 20% of 
its anticipated distribution, which shall be redistributed 
among the municipalities within that county. 

(B) Any county failing to provide its list of 
tax-exempt property by July 31 shall, together with all 
municipalities within that county, forfeit the right to share 
in the next ensuing distribution made pursuant to this 
section. 

(3) Distribution to municipalities shall be made as follows: 
(i) The annual grant to each eligible municipality shall be 

equal to the product arrived at by multiplying the total amount 
of moneys set aside for distribution to all eligible municipalities 
by the percentage determined by dividing the estimated market 
value of all tax-exempt property in the eligible municipality 
divided by the estimated market value of all tax-exempt property 
in all eligible municipalities of all counties reporting. 

(ii) Disbursement shall be made by August 31 annually. 
(iii) As used in this paragraph, the tenn "eligible 

municipality" means a municipality which has a market value of 
all tax-exempt property equal to at least 10% of the market value 

county shall submit to the depanrnent a compilatfon of all property of all real property in that municipality. 
located mithin the counrv that is exemot from real orooern tax. 1 (d) Regulations.-The Dcpamnent of Communit) and Economic . . .  

(2) The compilation shall consist oE 
(i) the owner of the property; 
(ii) the reason for tax-exempt status; 
(iii) the locarion of the property, including mailing address, 

municipality and school district; 
(iv) the appraised value of the property; 
(v) the estimated market value of the property; and 
(vi) an indication whether funding is received from any 

Federal or State program based on that property. 
(b) Local Tax-Exempt Property Fund.- 

(I)  There is hereby established in the State Treasury a special 
restricted fund to be known as the Local Taax-~xempt  property FU,,~. 
The fund shall be used to make annual grants to qualified counties and 
municipalities as provided in subsection (c). 

(2) For fiscal year 1997-1998,5% of all moneys received by the 
Commonwealth from imposition of the State portion of the realty 
transfer tax shall be deposited in the fund. For fiscal year 1998-1999, 
10% of all moneys received by the Commonwealth from imposition 
of the State portion of the realty transfer tax shall be deposited in the 
fund. For fiscal year 1999-2000, 15% of all moneys received by the 
Commonwealth from imposition of the State portion of the realty 
transfer tax shall be deposited in the fund. For fiscal year 2000-2001 
and each fiscal year thereafter, 20% of all moneys received by the 
Commonwealth from imposition of the State portion of the realty 
transfer tax shall be deposited in the fund. 

Development shall promulgate any mles and regulations necessary to 
implement this section. 

fe) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 

"Department." The Department of Community and Economic 
Development of the Commonwealth. 

"Fund." The Local Tax-Exempt Property Fund established under 
subsection (b). 

"Municipality." Any city, borough, incorporated town or township or 
any home rule municipality which is not a county. 

"Realty transfer tax." The tax imposed on real estate transfers by the 
Commonwealth under the provisions of Article XI-C of the act of 
March 4,1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as the Tax Reform code of 1971. 

"Tax-exempt property." Improved real property which is exempt from 
local real Property taxes and for which no other Federal or State Program 
Provides any reimbursement to a county or municipality for that 
tax-exempt real property. 

Amend Set. 12, page 27, line I,  by striking out "12" and inserting 
13 

Amend Set. 13, page 27, line 7, by striking out "13" and inserting 
14 

Amend Set. 14, page 27, line 10, by striking out "14" and inserting 
15 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, amendment 353 understands the reality of 

municipalities that have high percentages of tax-exempt properties, 
and municipalities that have more than 10 percent of their market 
value being tax exempt would qualify for the moneys appropriated 
in this amendment. 

What this amendment does is, the fust year it takes 5 percent of 
the moneys received by the Commonwealth for the imposition of 
the State portion of the realty transfer tax, and the second year 
it bumps that up to 10 percent of those moneys, the third year 
15 percent, and the fourth year 20 percent, for a total amount of 
$44 million. 

There were people that said that the last amendment that I 
offered was vague, and they were not sure how the money was 
going to be distributed. This has a very succinct distribution 
formula, it has very clear guidelines as to who qualifies and who 
does not, and it realizes the reality that while tax-exempts provide 
some services in our communities, they also provide a fair amount 
of cost to our communities. 

I was particularly taken by a previous speaker who had said that 
tax-exempts do so much for our communities that they are actually 
generators in our communities. If that were the case, what we 
would want is a community that had 100 percent tax-exempt 
properties, and we would be having thriving communities. And I 
guess what we should search for is ways to get 100-percent tax 
exemption in our community in order to have a thriving 
community, if we go by that scenario. The fact of the matter is that 
there aremany, many charitable organizations that, while they do 
good service for the community, cost the communities in which 
they are located hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

As one example, I will use my own home county of Lancaster. 
There are six homeless shelters in the entire county of Lancaster 
County, all of which happen to be located in one municipality. 
Now, I do not know how much those facilities generate in terms of 
money and jobs, but I do know how much they generate in terms 
of police calls. The single largest call location in my district, in the 
city of Lancaster, is to one of those homeless shelters - for police 
calls, for fue calls, and for ambulance calls. That costs the 
taxpayers a huge amount of money. 

Now, the surrounding municipalities say, well, that is okay, 
because we do not have a homeless problem in our districts, and 
they do not, because when somebody becomes homeless in their 
district, they put them in a taxicab and send them to my district. So 
the taxpayers in my district foot the bill, and all that this is 
attempting to do is to try and spread that cost out a little equally 
among all the residents of the State of Pennsylvania, because I 
believe we all benefit by the fact that there is a homeless shelter. 
This is not an attack on the homeless shelter; it is an attack on the 
way we fund the municipality in which that homeless shelter is 
located. 

So I would urge members everywhere to t~y and understand 
what the impact is of a lot of these charitable organizations on 
municipalities, and this would fund municipalities that have 
greater than 10 percent market value tax exempt and help them 
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with some of the tax burden and help some of the taxpayers in 
those municipalities. 

And as I said before, there are 845 municipalities in the State of 
Pennsylvania that would qualify for this funding. So I would 
encourage you to think about your own districts and understand 
those municipalities in your district that have more than 10 percent 
tax-exempt properties and think about how they are struggling to 
try and survive, and understand that this would help those 
municipalities survive without harming at all any ofthe provisions 
for tax-exempt properties and the tax-exempt provisions that are 
provided under HB 55. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Again, I have a lot of problems with the Sturla amendment in 

that first off- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
It has been a long day, but it will, hopefully, shortly be over. 

So- Mr. Saylor. The conference in the vicinity of the gentleman, 
Mr. Saylor, please break up. 

Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
First of all, in Representative Sturla's amendment on page 1, 

line 23, ofthe amendment, it uses the term "appraised value of the 
property." This would require the county or the owner of the 
property - it is not clear - to get an annual appraisal of each parcel 
of tax-exempt property. Also, an appraisal is much different than 
an assessment. The properties already are assessed by the county, 
and there could be an excessive cost in requiring an appraisal. 

Page 3, line 4, of the amendment defies the term "Tax-exempt 
property" and seems to include land and buildings for which the 
municipality voluntarily grants exemption for a profit business. 
The term "tax-exempt property" includes land the municipality 
might exempt from the tax to pay for a baseball stadium. The term 
includes the tax-exempt land owned by industrial development 
corporations or authorities which is occupied by for-profit 
business. 

A municipality makes itself eligible for grants under your 
amendment by granting additional exemptions to for-profit 
businesses. The amendment does not have any prohibition on a 
municipality receiving more ,gants than the property tax forgone 
because of tax exemption. The grant might not be uniform, 
because the municipality with a grant or a tax-exempt propeq just 
below the threshold listed on page 2, l i e  45 - 10 percent - will get 
nothing, while a municipality at or above the threshold could 
conceivably receive a grant to cover the tax exemption of all their 
property, including property voluntarily exempted by the 
municipality. And as stated earlier throughout this debate today, 
we have an agreement with local governments and the nonprofits 
that stipulates that we should oppose all amendments. 

Also, who is going to bear the burden of these appraisals that 
will be required under this amendment, the expansive defmition of 
the tax-exempt property in this amendment, and the lack of grants 
to municipalities below the threshold, as well as no provisions that 
,mts to municipalities will not exceed the value of exemptions? 
Again, this is Commonwealth money paying for an opportunity, 
in my opinion, of grabbing Commonwealth money, taxpayers' 
money, that will not benefit necessarily everyone. And in many 
cases, in my opinion, the housing authorities and so on and so 
forth who continue to grab property for redevelopment but may 
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wait 10 or 20 years and keep them on the exempt rolls, the rest of 
us in the counties and municipalities will have to bear that load. 

It is time for the cities as well as everybody else to watch 
closely the exemption process, just as county commissioners do. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 'om Lehigh, Mr. Dent. 
Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, am I correct in my interpretation of the 

amendment that at least 10 percent of the market value of the 
municipality, for example, should be tax exempt or would have to 
be tax exempt in order to qualify for the gan t  p r o m ?  

Mr. STURLA. That is correct. 
Mr. DENT. Does the definition "tax exempt" include all 

publicly owned property, private not-for-profit property, as was 
alluded to by the previous speaker, property &at would be turned 
over to an economic development agency that is probably a 
501(c)(3)? For example, it might be the economic development 
corporation of the city, which for all practical purposes is the city, 
hut they have a nonprofit. So is that what the definition would 
he ? 

Mr. STURLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker, it is, and it would also 
include those that are county housing authorities that have bought 
properties in the city and those that are regional tax-exempt 
properties or regional organizations that have bought properties in 
the cities, and that is why the argument that this would be 
imposing a burden on those people that live outside of these 
municipalities. Currently, that burden is being imposed on the 
people that live inside those municipalities. So it would include all 
those kinds of properties, simply because there is a tendency to 
take all those regional types of things and locate them in 
municipalities in high concentrations. 

Mr. DENT. And the gan t  program would then distribute the 
funds to school districts and municipalities? Is that right? Or is 
it- 

Mr. STURLA. No, Mr. Speaker. It would just go to 

starts to become a burden when you have 20 and 30 and 40 and, in 
some cases, 70 percent tax-exempt properties in your municipality. 

Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 

1 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman that spoke against this talked about 

a lot of ifs and mights and couid-bes and sort of alluded to some 
thiigs that might be possible if somebody misinterpreted this bill 
and might be possible if somebody did not do it properly. The 
reality is that under Hi3 55 as it currently stands without this 
amendment, it will cost municipalities. There are no ifs, ands, or 
buts, mights, maybes. It will cost municipalities money and will 
have an impact on their budgets and will cause an increase in local 
taxes if in fact there is not some relief provided as is provided for 
in this amendment, and I would urge the members to strongly take 
that into consideration and understand the kind of impact that 
HB 55 will have without this kind of  amendment. 

This is a good compromise that allows everyone to move 
forward - the charitable institutions and the municipalities. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Bard 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Browne 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen, M 
Corpora 

cuny  
Dent 
Donatucci 
Evans 
ltkin 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGmna 
Lederer 
Levdansky 
Manderino 

McGeehan 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Preston 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Smith, S. H. 

Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
S u m  
Thomas 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
Williams. A. H. 
Wojnaroski 
Youngblood 

municipalities. I Adolph Fairchild Maitland Saylor 
Mr. DENT. Just to the munici~alities. And I quess the other Allen Fareo Maior Schroder 

question is, based on what fomuia? I did not understand that in 
the amendment. 

Mr. STURLA. The formula is enumerated on page 2, and 
basically what it is is that the municipalities would submit the 
information to the State, the State would then look at the pot of 
money that they have and redistribute it hack out on a prorated 
basis, looking at the entire amount of money that was necessary for 
the State and how much money they actually had. 

Mr. DENT. So in other words, municipalities with larger 
percentages of tax-exempt property will get more money than 
those that have a little less. 

Mr. STURLA. That is correct. 
Mr. DENT. Okay. 
Mr. STURLA. And the theory behiid that, Mr. Speaker, and the 

reason I did the cutoff at 10 percent is, I believe it is reasonable for 
all municipalities to do a certain amount, and I thought 10 percent 
was a reasonable amount. There are 1,600 municipalities in this 
State that have less than 10 percent. But at some point in time, it 

Argall 
Baker 
Barley 
Bmar  
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bum 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
casorio 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 

~ e g e  
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geisf 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitla 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
HarhaIt 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hers 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 

~ k k o s e k  
Manico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Orie 
Penel 
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Platts 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stevenson 
Strimnaner 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tisue - 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
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Cornell Jadlowiec Raymond Vitali I these non~rofit oreanizations ~rovide a vew valuable service to the 
Cowell 
COY 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Ikmody 
DiGimlamo 
h c e  
Eachus 
Egolf 

James 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Leh 
LescoviQ 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Readshaw 
Reber ' 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Santoni 
Sather 

Waugh 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wright, M. N 
Yewcic 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Jarolin 

Amstrong DeWeese Ramos Washingon 
comgan 

Less than the majority having voted in the affumative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 

The SPEAKER. It is my understanding that the lady from 
Philadelphia, Ms. Manderino, has withdrawn her amendment. 

The gentleman, Mr. Browne- Where is he? You have 
withdrawn your amendment? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and %reed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Trello. 
Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, first of all, I want to thank the 

members of the Finance Committee and their staff for the 
wonderful job that they did dealing with this legislation. This was 
a very difficult journey that took us all around the State. We had 
six public hearings, and there were several evenings where we 
worked till the late, late hours with all the interested parties tlying 
to take care of their problems with the bill. 

There are no perfect pieces of legislation, only- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The gentlemen, Mr. Trello and Mr. Boyes, have worked hard 

on this bill for a long time. They deserve your attention now as this 
bill is brought to its conclusion. 

Mr. Trello. 
Mr. TRELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This committee has worked long and hard, and the journey has 

been a difficult one to correct the problems dealing with our 
nonprofits in the State of  Pennsylvania. We must not lose sight that 

- 
needy, the homeless, and a number of areas that government takes 
no part in. 

We also have to take into consideration the value of these 
nonprofit orgmizations in our cities that provide valuable jobs and 
services. I know at the University of Pittsburgh's dental center, the 
poor can have their dental work done free. They take them in with 
no questions asked. They provide good jobs so the men and 
women can support their families in style. 

The time has come for us to put the rhetoric behind us and the 
wrangling behind us, and too much time and money has been spent 
dealing with these charitable o~anizations. I think the time is now 
for us to pass this legislation to give the nonprofits, put them 
in a very comfortable position so they can go on and do the 
work that nonprofits normally do. 1 would appreciate if this 
General Assembly would give a unanimous vote in support of our 
nonprofits, and I ask for an affirmative vote. 

I also want to thank Chairman Boyes for all the dedicated work 
that he has done with his staff. I think we have done an admirable 
job, and I think the service that we provided to the people that 
provide many, many needs for the citizens of Pennsylvania will 
have their day if this General Assembly will pass this legislation, 
and I ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Erie County, 

Mr Roves . .. -. , -- 
Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to thank all the members for their patience today. It was 

a very important issue that they dealt with. It is one that we need 
to send to the Senate, and I appreciated your input along the way 
as we held the six public hearings in the 21 months that we dealt 
with it. We listened very carefully to the membership of this body 
along with all the entities out there. 

But I will say - and it is my concluding remark - I appreciate 
the aspect of the bipartisan spirit that we had in terms of working 
a very difficult issue, and we were able to achieve it because of the 
fact that we worked it as a model of inclusion rather than 
exclusion. We included people in the issue. We asked them to 
participate in every way that they could in providing us the kind of 
input that we needed. That was evident today on the floor. I thank 
both sides of the aisle for their joint cooperation in helping us to 
get this bill through today, and we now ask, Mr. Speaker, that we 
go to final passage. 

And I want to thank the gentleman, Mr. Trello. I thanked him 
earlier, but I was reminded to thank him again. I will thank him 
again and again for all his help and his staff. Thank you very 
much. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Yewcic, seek 
recognition? 

Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman, Mr. Boyes, stand for brief 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Under the bill as amended, Mr. Speaker, under the bill as 

amended, agreements between hospitals, for instance, and the 
municipalities in the county such as happened in Johnstown in 
Cambria County, as I explained before, they signed a 5-year 



Wrist, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
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agreement that the hospitals would pay a fee for service in the 
municipality. What happens when that sunsets 2 years from now 
under the bill as amended? 

Mr. BOYES. What exists now will exist under the current 
proposal all before you; nothing changes. They can continue to 
negotiate agreements in what we call PILOTS, or payments in lieu 
of taxation. All existing agreements stay ul place, and anytime that 
an agreement lapses, that ageement can enter into good-faith 
negotiation again. 

Mr. YEWCIC. Well, I understand it is just on good faith for a 
hospital to go into agreements, but under the legislation, if this 
becomes law under statute, they are not obligated to then pay fees 
anymore. They could just say, well, we are now nonprofit; we do 
not have to pay any fees. Is that correct? 

Mr. BOYES. To answer the gentleman's question, that is the 
way it is right now. Our bill, not being approved, that is the way it 
exists right now. So what you have described or the gentleman has 
described is the current system that we have in place. 

Mr. YEWCIC. And the bill does not address that? 
Mr. BOYES. Our system does not change that. 
Mr. YEWCIC. All rizht. Thank you. Mr. S~eaker. 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Daler Lawless Rohrer 
Dally 
DeLuca 

Leh Rooney , 
Lescovitz Ross 

Dempsey Levdansky Rubley 
Dent ~ u c y k  Sainato 
Dermody 
DiGimlamo 

Lynch Santoni 
Maitland Sather 

D,~,~,cc~ Major Saylor 
o n c e  Manderino 

NAYS-18 

Blaum Horsey Lloyd 
BU,~,, James McGeehan 
Cam Josephs Michlovic 
Casorio 
Cahen, 

Keller Myen 
Lederer 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-5 

Armstrong DeWeese Ramos 
Corrigan 

Stetler 
Sturla 
Vitali 
Williams, A. H. 

Washington 

That concludes my iiterrogatioi.  hank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 

affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i a t i v e  and the 

- 
the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Aereeable to the urovisions of the Constitution. 

Adolph 
Allen 
b a l l  
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
coy  
c u v  

bill passed fmally. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

concurrence. 

Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeek 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitra 
G ~ ~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 

Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Strittmatler 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wajnaroski 

I STATEMENT BY MR. LAWLESS 

1 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Lawless. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LAWLESS. Mr. Speaker, to speak on unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Mr. Speaker, as you are well aware, I have 

become a point of contact in the legislature for individuals 
throughout this State who have concerns regarding higher 

1 education. I have received an abundance of telephone calls, 
correspondence, and e-mail relating to Penn State's tasteless art 
displays. Many individuals perceive this art to be anti-Catholic 
andfor anti-Christian, including other members of this House. 

In the event that you have not heard of this controversy, I will 
briefly summarize the two recent correspondence and occurrences. 

In December, a Penn State art student was allowed to set up a 
5-foot sculpture of a bloody Virgin Mary coming out of a giant 
vagina covered with fake fur. This so-called art was removed 
after a 5-day viewing due to protest. This same student is 
currently displaying another piece of so-called art at Penn State's 
Zoller Gallery, which consists of a quilt covered with 25 pairs of 
women's underwear with red crosses stitched in the crotch. 

Contrast this ofticial permission to use Penn State facilities for 
a mocking and obscene display of the sacred symbols of the 
Roman Catholic Church and other Christian faiths with 
President Spanier's tough, no-compromise stance against a student 
who wished to speak of God in a positive and respectful manner. 
Last spring, university officials crudely censored - yes, crudely 
censored - an undergraduate's valedictorian remarks in, quote, 
"thanking God," unquote, during the commencement exercise. 



- 
Pennsylvanians. 

A public institution that receives $281 million in funding from 
taxpayers of all faiths and creeds should not permit its galleries 
and other facilities to he used for display of works that scorn the 
religions of Christians, Jews, Muslims, or people of any other 
faith. 

I am callmg on President Spanier and Governor Ridge to 
demonstrate some good judgment and leadership by taking steps 
to remove the artist's underwear from Pem State's art gallery and 
to prevent fuhlre abuses of the university facilities for the display 
of such religiously offensive material. If it is President Spanier's 
as well as Governor Ridge's opinion that this material is PG-rated, 
then bring it to the Capitol this spring, put it in the rotunda, and let 
the kids across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania come see what 
this so-called art looks like. 

Thank you. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

In viewing this controversy, it is important to keep one 
distinction in mind: This is not an attempt to seek a punishment or 
reprimand on any student for mocking the religious faiths of 
others. Rather, it is a criticism of university officials for allowing 
its facilities to he used as a forum for the wider dissemination of 
these ~ a i n f i l  insults of the religious beliefs of millions of 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence and 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, who requests leave of 
absence for the balance of today's session for the gentleman, 
Mr. LESCOVITZ, from Washington County. The Chair hears no 
objection. The leave is granted. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 

STATEMENT BY MR. HERMAN 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Herman. 

Mr. HERMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to make some comments regarding the previous 

s~eaker about events goinc on at Pem State University, and I Kink - - 
the gentleman certainly points out some very poignant remarks 
that I think we all find offensive. 

I represent the university, as you know, and I, likewise, have 
sent a letter to Dr. Spanier indicating my opposition to what has 
transpired at the university. They, in turn, internally have 
investigated this matter and are imposing new guidelines that are 
outlining the display of any art displays at University Park. These 
are outlined in this document which has been given to me, and I 
believe anyone else can then certainly have this, but I have also 
been informed that the display that is currently up at Penn State 
will be removed in the near future. Thank you. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 

RESOLUTIONS 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bosmla 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
ButkoviQ 
Buxton 
Callasirone 
~appibianca  
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaivo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
cum 

Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleaele 
~ l i c f  
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruiua 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Lauehlin 

Major 
Manderino 
Markorel; 
Manico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
oiasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pesci 
Pemrca 
Peuone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
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Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snvder. D. W. 
~ t i b a c k  
Stairs 
Steelman 

Stem 
Stetier 
Stevenson 
Strimnaner 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z 
~ay lo r ,  I. 
Thomas - 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tuili 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
. ~. 

Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wrizht. M. N. . - 

~ a ~ i y  
- 

Lawless Rohrer ~ e w c i c  
Dally Lederer Rooney Youngblood 
DeLuca Leh Ross Zimmerman 
Dempsey Levdansh~ Rubley Zug 
Dent Lloyd Sainato 
Dermody Lucyk Santoni Ryan, 
DiGirolamo Lynch Sather Speaker 
Donatucci Maitland Saylor 

NOT VOTING4 

Armstrong DeWeese Ramos Washington 
Corrigan Lescoviu 

Mr. GEORGE called up HR 58, PN 522, entitled: The majority of the members elected to the House having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 

A Concurrent Resolution directing thc Pennsylvania Public Utility and the resolution was adopted. 
Commission lo iqvenigate placing Nuclear Waste Fund pa) mcnts into an 
escrow account to protect the  ratepayer investment. I 
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Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

concurrence. 

* * * 

Mr. REBER called up HR 63, PN 526, entitled: 

A Concurrent Resolution memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to address the pragmatic and budgetary shortfalls that have 
plagued the Nuclear Waste Program. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 

Adolph D ~ c e  Major Schroder 
Allen Eachus Manderino Schuler 
Argall Egolf Markosek Scrimenti 
Baker Evans Marsico Semmel 
Bard Fairchild Masland Serafini 
Barley Fargo Mayemik Seyfen 
Barrar Feese McCall Shaner 
Banisto Fichter McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Fleaxle McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Flick Mcllhanan Snyder, D. W. 
Belfanti Gannon McNaughton Staback 
Benninghoff Geist Melio Stain 
B i m l i n  George Michlovic Steelman 
Bishop Giglioni Micouie Steil 

Mihalich Stem Blaum Gladeck 
Boscola Godshall Miller Stetler 

Gordner Mundy Stevenson Boyes 
Brown Gmitza Myers Strimnaner 
Browne GNPPO Nailor Sturla 
Bunt Habay Nickol Surra 
Butkovitz Haluska O'Brien Tangreni 
Buxton Hanna Olasz Taylor, E. Z. 
Caltagirone Harhart Oliver Taylor. J. 
Cappabianca Hasay Orie Thomas 
Cam Hennessey Penel Tigue 
Carone Hennan Pesci Travaglio 
Casorio Hershey Peuarca Trello 
Cawley Hess Petrone Trich 
Chadwick Honey Penit TN e 
Civera Hutchinson Phillips Tulli 
Clark ltkin P~PPY Vance 
Clymer Jadlowiec Pistella Van Home 
Cohen, L. I. James plans Veon 
Cohen. M. Jarolin Preston Vitali 
Colafella Josephs Raymond Walko 
Colaiua Kaiser Readshaw Waugh 
Conti Keller Reber Williams, A. H. 
Cornell Kenney Reinard Williams, C. 
Corpora Kirkland Rieger Wilt 
Cowell Krebs Robem Wogan 
COY LaGrona Robinson Wojnamski 
C ~ W  Laughlin Roebuck Wright, M. N. 
Daley Lawless Rohrer Yewcic 
Dally Lederer Rooney Youngblood 
DeLuca Leh Ross Zimmerrnan 
Dempsey Levdansky Rubley Zug 
Dent Lloyd Sainato 
Derrnody Lucyk Santoni Ryan, 
DiGirolamo Lynch Sather Speaker 
Donatucci Maitland Saylor 

NAY S 4  

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED6 

Armstrong DeWeese Ramos Washington 
Corrigan Lescovitz 

The majority of the members elected to the House having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the resolution was adopted. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. There will be no further votes today. 
Tomol~ow will be a token session day; tomorrow will be a 
nonvoting, token session day. 

PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Civera. 
Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Professional Licensure Committee was 

scheduled to meet at 9 3 0  tomorrow morning in room 40E. 
The time has been changed until 1030  in room 40E. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Jarolin. 
Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
A correction ofthe record, please. 
On amendment A0353, I was not in my seat at the time. I would 

like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 

upon the record. 

Are there any further corrections? Any further corrections? 
Does the majority leader have any further business? Does the 

Democratic leader have any further business? 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the following bills be 
taken off the table: 

HB 847; 
HB 848; 
HB 849; 
HB 850; 
HB 851; 
HB 852; 
HB 853; 
HB 854; 
HB 855; 
HB 856; 
HB 857; 
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HB 860; 
HB 861; 
HB 862; 
HB 863; 
HB 864; 
HB 865; 
HB 866; 
HB 867; 
HB 868; 
HB 869; 
HB 870; 
HB 871; 
HB 872; 
HB 873; 
HB 874; 
HB 875; 
HB 876; 
HB 877; 
HB 878; 
HB 879; 
HB 880; 
HB 881; 
HB 882; 
HB 883; 
HB 884; 
HB 885; 
HB 886; 
HB 887; 
HB 888; 
HB 889; 
HB 890; and 
HB 891. 

HB 858; 
HB 859; 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 844 be removed 

from the table. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

BILL RECOMMITTED I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 844 be 

recommitted to Appropriations. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the remaining bill on 
today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER Is there any further business to come before the 
House prior to adjournment? 

Hearing none, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Stevenson. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 
now adjourn until Wednesday, March 19, 1997, at 11 a.m., e.s.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion ? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 5:02 p.m., e.s.t., the House 

adjourned. 


